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CURRENT TOPICS. 


We print elsewhere new rules under the Solicitors Act, 
1888, which enable evidence in ings before the Di 
Committee to bs taken in n cases by affilavit. At present 
the practice is for all evidence to be taken by oral examiaation, 
although affidavit evidence is allowed to be used when the 

of the committee is brought before the court. It is now 
provided that in any case ia which the solicitor does not ap 

and the committee determine to proceed in his baonce, and in 
ia writing of the solicitor, 


a 
any other case with the consent the 
as to 


committee may, either as to the whole case or particu- 
lar facts, receive evidence given by affidavit. F purpose 
the affidavit upon which the is made will be avail- 
able. the nature of the which come before 
the committee the i of requiring strict f, it 
is clear that this power of shies y affidavit will 
have to be used caution. It is to be observed, > 
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matters other than witness actions number 16 only), 167 before 
Romzs, J., 19 witness actions transferred to Barnes, J., and 36 
witness actions transferred to Brawz, J, making a total of 685 
causes and matters for hearing, as against 719 at the commence- 
ment of the last sittings and 667 a year ago. There are 93 
company matters before Mr. Justice Waicurt. 





Tax Quezen’s Bench Division lists contain 633 actions for 
trial, as against 831 at the commencement of last sittings and 
801 a year ago. There are 120 matters for a Divisional Court 
and 19 een in bankruptcy. 





Tux Counctt of the Incorporated Law Society are continuing 
the work which they have recently undertaken of furnishing 
the members of the society with manuals likely to be of service 
to them. They propose to follow their recent issue of the 
“‘ Handbook to the Incorporated Law Society” with a book of 
120 pages, containing a selection of cases affecting solicitors, 
including cases reported up to the end of Trinity Term, 1896. 
The di is divided into headings dealing with retainer 
and authorities, duties, privileges, general lien, particular lien, 
solicitor-trustees, dealings between solicitor and client, partner- 

authorities, agency, and solicitor and client costs; and 
under each of these headings the results of the leading decisions 
will be found stated. At the ger = Ge work apa is @ sum- 
mary, stating shortly the results of the decisions and containiog 
references to them ; cretion in, fact, a sort of code. The 
book is likely to be found extremely useful in every solicitor’s 
office, 





Ir wit BE sxEN from the report of the annual meeting of the 
Associated Provincial Law Societies, which we print elsewhere, 
that negotiations are in progress for the introduction into the 
Finance Bill of the present year of a clause relative to an in- 
demnity being given in respect of the stamps on partial releases 
of mortgages upon a transfer, and conveyances subject to ap- 
portioned chief rents, which have not been stamped in accordance 
with the interpretation now put by the Inland Revenue authori- 
ties on the Stamp Act. It will be remembered that, as regards 
such deeds which were executed before this novel interpretation 
was made known, the authorities, by their circular of the 20th 
of February, 1895, admitted that it would “not be equitable” 
to require that such deeds should be adjudicated upon otherwise 
than in accordance with the practice prevailing at the date of 
their being stamped, and they intimated that if any stamp ques- 
tion was thereafter raised in reference to such deeds executed 
on or before the 3ist of December, 1894, they would be pre- 
pared, without ogres of further duty, to place the adjudica- 
tion stamp on such deeds. The report of the recent meeting 
does not state whether the proposed statutory indemnity is 
simply intended to save the trouble of adjudication of the deeds 
referred to in the above-mentioned circular, or whether it is to 
cover deeds executed up to a later date. 





A noricEaBLE feature of the changes necessitated by the 
resent condition of agricultural land is the adoption by the 
i issioners, in the case of a sale by auction of 

a farm of 622 acres in Wiltshire, of a somewhat similar system 
of payment of purchare-money by instalments to that which 
has long been in vogue with regard to building land.. Their 
scheme, as stated by the auctioneer, is the payment by the 
purchaser of 15 per cent. of the purchase-money on the signing 
of the contract; the balance of the purchase-money and interest 
ing paid by 70 half-yearly payments, so that in 35 years the 
(or his successor in title) will become owner. We 

@ that the purchaser is to be at liberty to anticipate the 

ae sae at a discount, but the length of time over which they 
extend—a whole generation—would seem likely to raise diffi- 
culties both in connection with the outstanding legal estate, 
and generally in dealings with the land by the purchaser. The 
former 


matter is of course less important in the case of a corpor- 


ation, and it is probable that in working out the scheme the 





latter matters have beem provided for. It has often struck us that 
@ somewhat mod:fied arrangement would produce a better market 
for agricultural property than now exists, and we should be glad 
to hear from any of our readers whether the experiment has been 
tried by any private owner. 





Tue arProacn of war between the United States and Spain— 

a war which must be largely of a maritime character—has Jed to 
much speculation as to the extent to which the belligerents will 
claim or will be allowed to exercise the right of capturing 
enemy’s goods in neutral vessels. There is no doubt about the 
proposition that all — of enemy’s goods within the actual 
territory of a neutral State is absolutely forbidden, and it might 
have been —— that neutral ships, wherever found, would 
have come within the protection of the rule. But in fact it has 
been extended only to the public vessels of a neutral State, and 
over these neither the right of visitation and search, of capture, 
nor any other belligerent right can be exercised on the high seas 
Wheaton’s International Law, 3rd English edition, p. 597). 


rivate ships, however, are regarded as no part of the territory 
of the State to which the owners belong, and the constant usage of 
belligerent nations from the earliest times has subjected enemy’s 


goods in neutral vessels to capture and condemnation as prize 
of war. Sometimes, indeed, special ordinances have extended 
this liability to the ship in which the enemy’s goods are carried. 
This course was taken by Louis XIV. in his marine ordinance of 
1681, and all vessels laden with enemy’s goods were declared 
lawful prize of war; and for some time after that date this rule 
appears to have been applied both in France and Spain. The 
further rule that the g of a neutral in an enemy’s ship are 
liable to seizure is no part of international law, though of course 
the presence there of the goods raises a presumption that they 
are enemy’s property, which it lies on the owner to rebut. Here 
again, however, the special laws of particular States have gone 
beyond the law of nations, and the ordinance of Louis XIV., 
already referred to, confirmed the earlier French rule, which 
had been for a time abandoned, that the goods of a friend, 
laden on board the ships of an enemy, are lawful prize. 








THE INCONVENIENCE Of the rule under which enemy’s goods 
are liable to seizure in neutral ships is so great that ever since 
the seventeenth century efforts have been made to abrogate it 
and to substitute the rule “free ships, free goods.’ The latter 
rule was incorporated into numerous treaties, and often in con- 
junction with the counter rule “ enemy ships, enemy goods.” As 
already explained, the latter rule is as much behind the prin- 
ciple of international law as the former rule is in advance of it, 
and there is no necessary connection between the two. Upon 
the occasion of the “ Armed Neutrality ” of 1780, and again in 
1800, the Baltic Powers declared in favour of “ free ships, free 
goods,” without associating the objectionable rule that enemy 
ships make enemy goods; but the declaration obtained 
no support from Great Britain. The Napoleonic 
wars were of such a nature as to embitter the Powers against 
France, and they witnessed a falling away in the matter under 
consideration from the enlightened views which were beginning 
to prevail. So far as regards Great Britain and the United 
States, the general policy of the former was to maintain the 
ancient law of maritime capture, and of the latter to favour the 
more modern doctrine of letting the neutral flag give protection 
to all goods over which it flew. In the course of the present 
century the controversy has been closed for nearly all States by 
the second and third articles of the Declaration of Paris. These 


are: (2) The neutral flag covers enemy’s goods with the 
exception of contraband of waF; and (3) neulral good, witht 
exception of contraband of war, are not liable to capture under the 
efiemy’s fing. This is an adoption, therefore, subject to the 
exception of contraband of war, of the rule, “‘ free ships, free 
goods,”’ without the correlative rule, ‘‘enemy ships, enemy 
goods.” As we observed last week, the United States desired 
upon this point to go further than the Declaration, and they 
would have withdrawn their objection to the prohibition of 


ite = contained in the first article had the other Powers 
m willing to exempt from seizure all private property except 
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contraband of war. This, however, was not conceded, and the 
United States and Spain are alike at liberty to put in force the 
ancient laws of maritime warfare, and to search neutral ships 
for enemy’s goods as well as to authorize the employment of 
privateers. It is announced that the United States will declare 
against privateering, and, in the interests of neutral commerce 
it is to be hoped that they will waive the right of search as well, 
except for contraband goods. It would: be difficult then for 
Spain not to follow their example. 








Assumine THAT the belligerents will claim to exercise the right 
of searching neutral vessels only for the purpose of finding and 
seizing goods which are contraband of war, there is still room 
for great doubt what articles fall within this category. Gnrorrus 
divided goods into three classes—the first including things which 
are useful only for the purposes of war; the second, those 
whch are not useful for such purposes; and the third, those 
which are capable of indiscriminate use in war and in 
As to the first two classes there is no uncertainty. Goods in the 
first are clearly contraband, those in the second as clearly 
not. Goods in the third class are, according to the same 
authority, contraband or not according to the existing cir- 
cumstances of the war. It is obvious that, on this principle, 
many classes of goods which are primd facie of a peaceful 
nature may become contraband if they are intended to be 
used in a manner which will prolong the war. Thus, although 
—— generally are not contraband, yet it was laid down 

rd Srowgt in Zhe Jonge Margaretha (1 C, Rob. 192) that they 
may become so under circumstances arising out of the peculiar 
situation of the war, or the condition of the parties engaged in 
it. But an attempt in 1793 by the English Government to 
extend this principle by stopping all vessels laden with corn, 
flour, or meal bound to any French port was followed by claims 
for indemnity on the part of American owners which had to be 
satisfied. Without laying any such sweeping embargo upon pro- 
visions or other goods destined for the maintenance ofa belligerent 
nation, it is sufficient to use the test whether the articles are 
actually destined for military purposes, and provisions intended 
for the use of the army would be so included, but not otherwise. 
For practical purposes the question is of most importance, 
peers, with respect to coal. In the Franco-German war the 

ritish Government, against the remonstrance of Germany, 
permitted the export of coal to France, though not to the French 
fleet in the North Sea—and this was right. Goal is clearly a com- 
modity which will be contraband or not according to circum- 
stances. If destined for the use of a belligerent fleet, it is a 
powerful engine of war and is liable to confiscation. 





A man named Bacu, of German nationality, was brought 
before the chief magistrate at Bow-street for extradition a few 
days ago under unusual circumstances. A fortnight previously 
he had been committed for extradition on certain charges of 
larceny and other offences, said to have been committed in 
Germany ; but he had not yet been handed over to the German 
ape as the Extradition Act of 1870 forbids the surrender of a 

ugitive till the expiration of fifteen days from the date of his 
being committed to prison to await his surrender. During this 
time he has a right to apply for a writ of habess corpus, and so to 
test the legality of his surrender, and it is the duty of the i 
trate to inform him of this right. The Act farther provides that 
a fugitive shall not be surrendered to a foreign State unless the 
law of that State provides that he shall not be tried for any 
offence committed before his extradition other than the crime on 

roof of which his surrender was founded. In the ent case 
it appears that, after Bacn had been committed, the German 
authorities discovered that he had committed a number of other 
offences, for which they desired to be able to try him in Germany. 
In order to do so, however, they were obliged to have him 
committed for surrender on these charges as well as on 
those first brought against him, and the question arose 
how the accused was to be brought again before the magis- 
trate. A Secretary of State has power, at the end of the fifteen 
days, to issue his warrant to the gaoler ordering him to hand 
over the fugitive to the officers of the State w has asked for 


‘| proceeding at the time of the 
attempt was made to stop this line of cross-examination, but 
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his surrender. There, however, his jurisdiction ends, 
cane i tanh at 


gaoler can only act ia obedience a 
obedience to a writ of habeas A writ is,.of course, 
frequently granted in order.to test the legality of the surrender, 


but in this case a writ was ad respo emis 
the governor of Holloway’ to take his a 
ma, te to answer the further charges. It is said that this 
is the first occasion on which this writ has been issued under 
such circumstances. 





Few or the persons who sympathize with the objects of Mr. 
Joun Kensrr can approve of the means he took — 
those objects. He was convicted and fined under 20 
23 & 24 Vict. c. 32, which makes any person liable to a penalty 
who is “ guilty of riotous, violent, or indecent behaviour” in a 
church, ‘ whether during the celebration of Divine service or at 
any other time.” The witnesses for the tion were croes- 
examined with the view of shewing that the service which was 
bance was illegal. An 


the magistrate very properly held that if the peaeeion 
charged the defendant (as they did) with miscondact during 


the celebration of Divine service, the defendant was entitled to 


shew that the service was not “ Divine service” within the 


meaning of the Act. It was admitted by the witnesses for the 
prosecution that the order of the service which was disturbed 
could not be found in the Book of Common Prayer, but was con- 


Y | tained in another book. Now, the Act of Un (1 Eliz. o. 


2, s. 4) provides that the form of worship contained in the Book of 


Common Prayer shall be used in all churches, and that no other. 


form shall be used, and it makes a clergyman using other 
forms liable to heavy penalties. The magistrate, therefore, 
seems to have had ample justification in law for refusing to 
hold that Mr. Kensrr was guilty of misconduct during the 
celebration of Divine service. The statute, however, it will be 
seen, provides that a disturber may be punished precisely in the 
same way whether the disturbance took place during Divine 
service ‘‘or at any othertime.” The point therefore was of no 
avail in saving the defendant from the maximum penalty of £5, 
which he was condemned to pay. 





COMPULSORY SALES AND COVENANTS RUNNING 
WITH THE REVERSION. 


‘Tux immense increase in our population d 

sixty years and a rapid gro in commercial prosperi 
favouring the nation as a whole, have in some few instances 
operated as a distinct hardship. Perhaps no class has been hit 
harder than landowners and their lessees. After having bere bs 
years of undisturbed ion, they suddenly find th ves 
turned out of their belongings by some public company or body 
on the excuse that a railway must be run through their 
property, or a site be found for educational purposes. One of the 
earlier cases in point is that of Baily v. De Crespigny (L. R. 4 
Q. B. 180). The facts were shortly as follows: A. leased some 
land to B. for a term of eighty-nine years and retained the 
adjoining land, convenanting neither he nor his assigns 
would during the term erect any but ornamental buildings on a 
paddock fronting the premises demised to B. A railwa 
company took the paddock under compulsory powers and built 
a station upon it. It was held that A. need not observe his 
covenant. ‘‘The ture,” said Hanwen, J., in delivering 
the judgment of the Court of Queen’s Bench, ‘‘ by aor ae 





him to part with his land to a railway company whom he could: 


not bind by any stipulation as he could an assignee chosen by 
himself, has created a mew kind of assign such as was not in the 
contemplation of the parties when the contract was entered 
into.” The lessor, indeed, was discharged on the princi 

“lex non cogit ad impossibilia.” General words do not bind a 


covenantor to meet a contingency which could not be reasonably 
supposed to be in the contemplation of the parties at the time 


when the covenant was made, and of such a nature was the 


com to the railway . It wascon- 
PT ee tae Yaaeee that in any creat tan anit Wid only 


relieved from his liability in respect of acts which the company 


emp baat wedge A 
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Was required by the Act of Parliament to do, and not in respect 
of those which it was merely empowered todo. But this limita 
tion was rejected. ‘The covenantor,” continued Hannen, J., 
‘ig equally disabled from preventing the railway company from 

those things which it is empowered to do, as those which it 
is required todo; why then should there be a difference in the 
liabi ity of the covenantor with respect to the one and the 
other?” 

It was further held that the covenantor could not be assumed 
to have received for his land an additional sum on account of its 
being sold free from the restrictive covenant, and hence that the 
lessee could not obtain compensation by calling for such sum to 
be handed over tohim. The covenantor, indeed, was absolutely 
freed from liability, and the Legislature having omitted to give 
the covenantee a direct claim against the company, he was 
without remedy. ‘The solution of the case,” Hannen, J., 
concluded, ‘ appears to be that the plaintiff is one of a numerous 
class of persons injured by the construction of a railway for 
whom the Legislature has not provided compensation.” And he 
illustrated this by reference to the nature of the special damage 
claimed in the ag res. ye The amenity and comfort of the 
demised land had, it was alleged, been diminished by reason of 
the pect therefrom being interfered with, and by being 
overlooked by the windows of the station; and these were heads 
of damage for which railway companies were not in ordinary 
circumstances bound to give compensation, although the lessor, 
had he dore similar acts, would have been liable on his cove- 
covenant. It is, of course, otherwise where the works of the 
railway company cause an interference with rights which the 
law recognizes as attached to the enjoyment of property, and 
then the persons interested can obtain compensation from the 
company on the ground that the land has been injuriously 
affected (Ricket v. Metropoli‘an Railway Co., L. R.2H.L. 175; 
Clark v. School Board for London, L. R. 9 Ch. 120). 

In the case last mentioned the school board had purchased 
land over over which the plaintiff had a right to light, and pro- 
ceeded to build schools which interfered with the light. It was 
held that under the Elementary Education Act, 1870, which 
incorporated the purchase clauses of the Lands Clauses Act, 
1845, the school board were entitled to do this, and that the 
remedy of the plaintiff was to claim compensation. The inten- 
tion of the Legislature, said Lord Szxzornz, L.C., was to give 
to the school board the land required by them absolutely free 
from any jus ¢eriii which would control their dominion over 
it for the purpose of the duty which they have to discharge. 

outetanding righte, therefore, were extinguished in favour 
the school board, though, as just stated, the extinguishment 
was a matter for compensation. 

In Kirby v. School Board for Harrogate (1896, 1 Ch. 437) the 
doctrine that a public body purchases free from restrictive 
covenants was applied to the case of a voluntary sale. “It 
seems to me,” said Norrn, J., “that the rights of a school 

as against a person who can be compelled to sell to them, 
but who is willing to do so, are not less than they would have 
been if he had been unwilling to sell but had been compelled 
to do so” ; in other words all voluntary assignments to public 
bodies for public p carry exemption from covenants 
entered into by the assignor, provided that the public body 
could have compelled assignment on refueal to enter into an 
i agreement. The decision of Noxtn, J., in that case 
was ed by the Court of Appeal, and it was at the same 
time held that though a restrictive covenant was put an end to 
by the voluntary sale, yet the covenantee could recover com- 
tion under section 68 of the Lands Olauses Act, if he’could 
prove actual ~ or and thus shew that his land had been 
injuriously affected. ‘It would be misreading the Lands 
Clauses Act,” said Linvizy, L.J., ‘if we were to hold that a 
person injuriously affected by the construction of the works 
could not have the benefit of section 68 if the company had 
managed to acquire the land by agreement rather than by the 
exercise of their compulsory powers. I have not the slightest 
doubt myself that section 68 properly applies to all cases of 
purchase by railway companies under their powers, and to all 
cases of purchase by school boards under the powers conferred 
upon them by this Act of 1870.” 
The doctrine in question has recently been applied by Braye, 





J., in Anderson v. Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway 
Co. (ante, p. 396) to the case of a covenant for quiet enjoyment. 
The facts, shortly stated, were as follows: A. leased premises to 
B. for twenty-one years with a covenant for quiet enjoyment at 
the hands of A. and his assigns. The lease was effected in 1894. 
By the Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolashire Railway Act, 
1893, the defendant company were authorized to make a certain 
railway, and for that purpose were empowered to enter upon, use, 
and take the property demised by the lease; but that property 
did not form any part of the actual site of the railway as con- 
structed. However the company acquired by agreement the 
reversionary interest of A. (the plaintiff's lessor) in the demised 
premises, and by an arrangement made in October, 1895, A. 
assigned the property to the company subject to the plaintiff B.’s 
lease. The company, by their works on adjoining property, com- 
mitted what would have been a clear breach of the covenant for 
quiet enjoyment if such had still existed. B. claimed damages for 
this on the ground that the company, by taking an assignment 
of the reversion, had rendered itself liable under the covenant 
for quiet enjoyment, and refused to pay rent. The company 
brought a second action against B. for rent due under his lease, 
B. setting up the covenant for quiet enjoyment as a defence, 
and counter-claiming for damages for its breach. With the trifling 
exception of part of the costs of the first action, the company 
were completely successful, Breve, J., deciding that they were 
not liable on the covenant, and consequently were exempt from 
damages and entitled to rent. The principle applicable to the 
case was similar to that in Baily v. De Crespigny (supra), though 
the circumstances were distinguishable from those in that and 
other previous cases upon the two-fold ground, (1) that the sale 
was merely of the reversion subject to the plaintiff’s lease, and 
(2) that the property was not actually used or r uired as the 
site of the railway, for the extension of which the Act had been 
passed. The acts complained of took place, however, upon 
property acquired for the purpose of the railway, and the result 
was very much the same as though the railway company had 
been violating a restriction imposed for the j benefit of the 
demised premises upon the uee of the adjoining land. 3 

There was, however, a substantial point of distinction, and this 
was the matter to which Byrnz, J., chiefly directed his atten- 
tion. The lease of the property had been made subsequently 
to the passing of the railway company’s Act, and since the 
company were by the Act authorized to take the demised 
propery) the possibility of the company being an assign would 
naturally be present to the lessor when he covenanted on 
behalf of himself and his assigns for quiet enjoyment. But it 
was held that this circumstance did not extend the proper effect 
of the covenant. “I think,” said Byrvyz, J., “that the true 
intent and meaning of the covenant is that the covenantor will 
be answerable for his own acts and for the acts of his assignees, 
but not that he will be answerable for the acts of the railway 
company in the exercise of its statutory powers; the ae 
not being in the true sense a voluntary assignee at all, althou 
he conveys to the company and it is not put to the 
exercise of its compulsory power.” And this being the 
liability of the lessor, it was further held that no further 
liability was imposed upon the railway company by the assign- 
ment. ‘‘I think that a railway company taking lands under 
statutory powers, and constructing works within such powers 
without negligence, is entitled to take the interest of any person 
having an interest in land without incurring liability in respect 
of any existing covenant entered into by the owner whose 
interest the company acquires, so far as the enforcement of such 
covenant would impose a burden upon the company in deroga- 
tion of its statutory rights and obligations.” But as in the 
previous cases, although the person entitled to the benefit of the 
covenant loses the right to enforce it, he can in ordinary cases 
recover compensation. The result is that public bodies acquir- 
ing, either compulsorily or by agreement, land or interests in 
land which they are empowered to acquire, take the property 
acquired free from the outstanding rights of third parties, and 
the third parties are left to such satisfaction as they may be able 
to obtain under section 68 of the Lands Clauses Act. 





The annual general meeting of the Bar will be held in‘ the old dining- 
hall, Lincoln’s-inn, on Tuesday afternoon next, at 4 15. 
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MR. WARR’S BILL FOR EXEMPTING GRADUATES 
FROM THE FINAL EXAMINATION, 


WE recently stated the provisions of this Bill, and pointed out that, 
as it did not relax the present statutory conditions as to service under 
articles of clerkship, the result might be to render the time of service 
more fruitfal by enabling students to get through the theoretical 
work of examinations before practical work is taken up. That, we 
understand, is not the view taken b many university men who have 
passed both the Law Schools and the Solicitors’ Final Examination, 


and we have received the following communication from a contribu- the 


tor who has certainly had an opportunity of judging as to the mode 
in which Mr. WARR’s proposals are likely to work. 
to think that his apprehensions are too gloomy, there is no 
doubt that his observations deserve careful consideration. He = : 

—_ so far it has attracted but slight attention, the Bill 
which Mr. Warr is introducing will, if it passes into law, produce 
a most radical and ry change in the present sfatua of the 
profession. The aim of the Bill, shortly, is to give the Council of 
the Incorporated Law Society a power of ey so | all articled 
clerks who have obtained university law degrees from the Solicitors’ 
Final Examination. The ostensible object of the Bill is to increase 
the number of university men in the ranks of the profession ; and, 


so far as can be seen, this is the only benefit its promoters hope to th 


achieve; but the advantage of the Bill, whether to university men 
or to the profession as a whole, is so questionable that I trust the 
Council will give the matter serious consideration before they extend 
ote the Beocede ast ted, the Council t be prepared to 
e and is adopted, the Council mus p 
welcome as solicitors a a number of men with no uate 
tee of proficiency in the practical work of their ing. 
Though robably the University Law Examinations will be modified 
by the addition of an examiner appointed by the Council, it is sub- 
mitted that it will be impossible to conduct these examinations on 
other than purely theoretical lines. How can the technicalities of 
conveyancing be without actual experience of drafting ? 
Where is the teacher who can explain the varied steps in an action 
to one who has never so much as seen a writ? True the examination, 
whatever it may be, will be succeeded by three years articles, but 
the testimonial of a good-natured principal is surely an insufficient 
guarantee of proficiency for admission on the Rolls; and so far as I 
can see, it be the only guarantee, for the examination prior to 
articles cannot in itself be any test whatever of practical knowledge. 

The profession, then, is in danger of an invasion by a race of 

ure theorists, who will triumphantly wave university hoods and 

egrees in the faces of their humbler but more practical brethren. 
The mischief will penetrate still deeper ; there is a large class of men 
at every university with no definite bent towards any one profession, 
whose whole object in life is to save trouble. These men are found 
in the third and fourth classes of the Law and History Schools at 
Oxford in great numbers, as it is a recognized fact that a fourth class in 
such subjects is an easier road to a B.A. than a pass degree. What 
a chance this Bill affords them! After four years’ slumber at the 
university, broken only by the brief effort rendered necessary by the 
Law School, their profession stands ready made for them, with the 
sole qualification that the scene of their labours (!) be transferred 
from their college to the office of a solicitor. 

The new regulation will no doubt swell the number of university 
men in the profession, but they will be of a class which is not 
wanted and which will do no credit to either themselves or their 
brother solicitors. In course of time solicitors with de will 
get a bad name—three years articles preceded by a mere retical 
test will not be able to complete with five years articles followed by 
a thoroughly practical examination—capable university men will fight 
shy of a profession in which they start with so heavy a handicap ; 
and the Bill, instead of penne sy will eventually deter the very 
class of men the Council wants from entering the profession at all. 

The matter rests with the Council: with their support the Bill will 
pees; without it, the Bill will be rejected; it is to be hoped that 

fore they definitely decide which course to take they will give some 
of the considerations I have mentioned their serious attention. 








REVIEWS. 
RULING CASES. 

Ruiimna Cases. ARRANGED, ANNOTATED, AND EpITeD By RoBERT 
CAMPBELL, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Assisted by OTHER MEm- 
BERS OF THE BAR. WITH AMERICAN NOTES BY IRVING: BRowNE. 
Vou. XIII.: Inrant—lInsvurance. Vou. XIV.: Insurance— 
INTERPRETATION. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

These two volumes of the ‘‘ Ruling Cases” series embrace the 
titles ‘‘ Infant,” ‘‘ Injunction,” ‘‘ Inn-keeper,”’ “Insurance,” ‘ In- 
terest,” and “ Interpretation,” The custody of infants is illustraved 
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mere stranger to the child. But in cavongeanes of statutes 
referred to by Mr. Campbell in the notes to Re Agar-Ellis, the 
father’s right to custody is now no more than a prima wg ly «x 
mae ae ee not nal 40° the abameeeae oie he 

shown himself uneq lormance corresponding 
duties; and the courts, followi ged ele wer pug’ have 
come more and more to re welfare of the as the chief 


factor in determining who ought to have the custody. At the same 
time Re Agar-Eilis shews thai 
be lightly set aside, and if he 
conduct or otherwise they will prevail until the children are twenty- 
one, in spite of the opposition of the mother and of the children 
emselves. The note on American law shews that in the United 
States there is a similar to place the welfare of the children 
in front of the father’s strict ri 
The title ‘‘ Injunction” affords in of 
Trustees of the British Museum (2 My. & K. 552) and Newson y. 
Pender (27 Ch. D. 43) of the system of cross-references by which Mr, 
Goaghed very much enhances the value of the series. The former 
case already been printed asa 
and the latter under “ Ancient t”; 


authority in conjunction with Sayer v. Collins (28 D. 103) on the 
effect of alterations in the circumstances of an ah 
ing restrictive covenants ; and the other in conjunction with Griffith 
v. Blake (27 Ch. D. 474) on the pri the granting of 
an interlocutory injunction. The of the two volumes is devoted 
to an elaborate treatment of the subject of insurance, in illustration 
of which a hundred cases have been selected. These appear to 
relate exclusively to marine insurance, and it would have been more 
convenient to have placed them under a head showing sony 
their nature. To the law of marine insurance, however, they f 
a very full guide, the first section treating of insurable interest and 
beginning with Lucena v. -Crawfurd Bos. & P. 75), which 
was twice taken to the House of Lords which decided that a con- 
tract of marine insurance is a contract of , and that an 
insurable interest is n to enable the assured to recover. The 
cases in section 2 deal with agents and include Power v. 
Butcher (10 B. & C. 329), which defines the mutual 
assured, broker, and underwriter. Among the matters covered by 
other sections are the construction of the policy, loss, adjustment of 
losses, and return of premiums. The decision in Jonides v. Universal 
— Association (14 C. B. N. 8. 2. the mig a 
e maxim causa proxima spectatur, is i view of present 
ibilities. Where a vessel was wrecked th: the 
is reckoning, and a light which would have saved her had 
extinguished in consequence of war, the loss was held to be due to 
perils of the sea, and not to hostilities; and an eng ape Pi 
policy of the ‘‘ consequences of hostility” did 
the assured to recover. 
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Embodying cases in the English, » American, and 
Canadian Courts. By JamEs Biaas Law ; 
assisted by WILLIAM FIeELDEN Cratgs, M.A., and Taos. SHEPHERD 
LITTLE, , Barristers-at-Law, Stevens & 
Haynes. 

Cassell’s Family Lawyer ; a Popular Exposition of the Civil 
Law of Great Britain, By o at-Law. Cassell & 


Principles of the Law of Consent. With 
Criminal Law, including the Doctrines 
soning By Huxm Cuayp, M.A. Bombay Education Society's 
ress, ’ 
The Yearly Abridgment of Reports: being a Full 
Cases Decided in the Supreme Courts d the Legal Year 1896-7, 
so far as rted to end of December, 1897, in all the Reports; 
together with a Selection from the Scotch and Irish Reports, Pre- 
ceded by Complete Lists of all Cases, Statutes, and Rules Cited, and 
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concluding with a Copious Index to Points of Law Considered. By 
Arruur Turnovs Murray, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth 








CORRESPONDENCE, 
SECTION 25 OF THE COMPANIES ACT, 1867. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—In several instances lately I have noticed that in dealing 
with this deservedly-abused section—for example, in the leading 
article in your issue of the 2nd inst., and also in the further report 
of the Council of the Incorporated Law Society set out in your issue 
of the 9th inst., p. 399—the case of Veuve Monnier et ses Fils 
(Limited) v. Bloomenthal is coupled with the Kharaskoma case, May- 
nard’s case, and Ibbotson v. Ibbotson & Co. (Limited) with the jnten- 
tion of shewing the extreme inconvenience and hardship wrought by 
this ill-drawn section 25. 

It seems worth while to point out that in all these cases/ except 
Bloomenthal’s, had a proper and complete contract been/filed in 






‘accordance with the section, no inconvenience would have peen felt, 
“whereas in Bloomenthal’s case, however complete a cont 


had been 
filed, it would not have availed to protect Bloomenthal /from being 
placed on the list of contributorier. 

The registration of a contract under the section has never been 
held to exempt the shares from being paid up in full, 4s it only regu- 


‘lates the mode of payment—that is, when such payment is not made 
-in cash (per Lindley, L.J., Addlestone Linoleum Co., 1897, 37 Ch. D. 205; 
» Almada & Tirito, &c , 38 Ch. D. 425). 


The decision of the House of Lords in Bloomenthal’s case did not 
turn upon the section at all; it was based on the simple ground of 
. The agreement between the parties was one whereby 
Bloomenthal agreed to lend money to the gompany upon the security 
of fully-paid shares of the company. This agreement was followed 
by the issue to Bloomenthal of a certjficate for shares purporting to 
be fully paid up, and it was held thgt the company and its liquidator 
were therefore estopped froin sayimg that the shares were otherwise 
than fally paid. Had this defeyce not prevailed, it seems clear that, 
unlike the other cases referredto, no course was open to Bloomenthal 
to enable him to protect hjziself against the effect of section 25. 
April 20, 1898, ENQUIRER. 
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- YY” NEW ORDERS, &c. 
THE SOLICITORS ACT, 1888. 


RULES. 


By virtue and in pursuance of the Solicitors Act, 1888, and of all 
other powers and authorities enabling me in that behalf, I, the Right 
Honourable Nathaniel Lindley, Knight (Master of the Rolls), with 
the concurrence of the Right Honourable Hardinge Stanley, Earl of 
Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, and the Right 
Honourable Charles, Baron Russell of Killowen, Lord Chief Justice 
of England, do make and publish the following additional rules for 
regulating the making, hearing, and determining applications to the 
Committee under the Act and reports by the Committee to the Court 
under the Act, and generally for the purposes of the execution of 
the provisions of the Act. 

Dated this first day of April, 1898. 

NATHANIEL LINDLEY, M.R. 











RvussELL OF KILLOWEN. 
: Hatspury, C, 


Part I. 


5 (a) In any case in which the solicitor does not appear and the 
Committee determine to proceed in his absence, and in any other 
case with the consent in writing of the solicitor, the Committee may, 
either as to the whole case or as to any particular fact or facts, 
receive and act upon evidence given by affidavit, including the 
affidavit or affidavits upon which the application is made, 

5 (b) Any affidavit made for the —- of the Act or of these 
Rules be sworn in accordance with the provisions of the Com- 
missioners for Oaths Act, 1889. 





TRANSFER OF ACTIONS. 
Orpsr or Covrt. 


Monday, the 18th day of April, 1898. 
I, Hardinge Stanley, Earl of Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do hereby order that the actions mentioned in the Schedule hereto 
shall be transferred to the Honourable Mr. Justice Wright. 
SCHEDULE. 
_ Mr. Justice Kexswicn (1898—D.—No. 257). 
Tn re Dowling & Son (Limited) John Roberts v Dowling & Son (Limited) 





Mr. Justice Kexewicu (1898—C.—No. 1,059). 


In re The Civil, Naval, and Military Outfitters (Limited) William Hudson 
Hand v The Civil, Naval, and Military Outfitters (Limited) 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


a“ 


ALLHUSEN v. EALING AND SOUTH HARROW RAILWAY CO. No. 2. 


19th April. 


Rauway Company—Norice ro Treat—ProposaL To TAKE Parr or A 
Private Roap Legapinc to A MAnsIon-Hovse — Counter Norice 
Requirine Company To Take THE WHOLE or THE HovsE anp Grounps— 
‘* Pant oNLY of ANY Hovsge orn Orner BurtpiIne or Manvracrory ’’— 
Lanps Ciavses Consonipation Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vicr. c. 18), s. 92. 


This was an appeal by the plaintiff from a decision of Stirling, J. The 
defendant company proposed to purchase compulsorily, for the purpose of 
making their railway, a small part only of a private road forming the 
approach to the house and grounds belonging to the plaintiff, oa the 
plaintiff contended that under section 92 of the Lands Clauses Consolida- 
tion Act, 1845, he was entitled to require the defendant company to take 
the whole of the said house and grounds. The plaintiff therefore moved 

0 Bi CO an f Droc: 











for auction to restrain the defendan eeding 
with of the plant oaney nown a3 
Twyford ends notice 

Same time the remaining portion of 





pla mans USE. Te plaintiff had acqu 
pr y by a deed of conveyance dated the 6th of Novem- 

r, 1890, and executed by the devisees of a gentleman named Willan. 
The defendant company was incorporated by a private Act, which was 
wer in 1894, and which incorporated the Lands Clauses Acts, and Part 

. of the Railways Clauses Act, 1845. The defendant company’s notice to 
treat, which was served on the plaintiff on the 21st of January, 1898, 
stated their intention to take for the purposes of their railway a portion 
of the plaintiff's private road containing 2r.3lp. This piece of land was 
required only for the purpose of soap a bridge, which bridge 
necessitated a lowering of the roadway; and the defendant compan 
stated their willingness to purchase and accept, instead of the land itself, 
an easement enabling them to execute the necessary works. The plaintiff 
then gave notice that he required the defendant company to purchase and 
take the whole of the house within the meaning of section 92 of the Lands 
Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845. The defendant company was proceed- 
ing to have the value of the 2r. 3lp. they proposed to take determined by 
a jury, and the plaintiff accordingly brought an action against them, and 

ave notice of motion for an injunction to restrain them from so proceed- 
ing. Stirling, J., decided that the portion of the road which the defend- 
ant company proposed to take was not part of the mansion-house known 
as Twyford Abbey, and refused the motion. The plaintiff a ae 

Tue Court (Linpiey, M.R., and Ricry and Cotuins, La .) dismissed 
the appeal. . 

Linpiey, M.R., said: I think this case turns, after all, on the true 
construction of rection 92 of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, 
which, of course, must be construed upon the same principles as those 
which have been ag to its construction ever since the Act was passed. 
As to those principles, Ido not think there has ever been any conflict of 
judicial opinion. Section 92 of the Act of 1845 is this: ‘‘ And be it 
enacted that no party shall at any time be required to sell or convey to 
the promoters of the undertaking a part only of any house or other 
building or manufactory, if such party be willing and able to sell and 
convey the whole thereof.’’ Now, it has been laid down ever since this 
Act was passed that by the word ‘‘ house’’ is meant, not a mere building, 
whether for residential or for other purposes, but whatever would pass 
under the conveyance of ‘‘a house.’’ ‘Chere is no doubt at all about that ; 
but, as I observed during the argument, it is very seldom that you have a 
conveyance of ‘‘ a house ’’ without some sort of context which enables you 
to see what is meant. The use of the word ‘‘ house ’’ may convey a piece 
of land, more or less large, but it does not follow that every garden which 
is enjoyed with the house is part of the house. Still, that is the point we 
have got to consider—is the company here pro to take ‘‘ part onl 
of a house’”’? If we look at the conveyance of November, 1890, we fin 
that the vendor is selling a portion of a larger estate. Paragraph 14 shows 
that he is selling under the order of the court, and the recital is that it is 
ordered that the vendor should be at liberty to sell. Therefore what he 
was ordered to sell, or authorized to sell, was something more than a 
house, a good deal more than would pass by a grant of the house. He is 
authorized to sell a house called Twyford Abbey. Then, if we look at 
the gee what is it that he does sell? He sells the messuage com- 
monly called Twyford Abbey, together with the appurtenances, and 
the meadow land adjoining the said mansion-house and premises, and 
soon. When we look at the plan we find what is meant by Twyford 
Abbey mansion-house. Now, how much of all that can be said under this 
conveyance to be part of the house? I doubt very much whether the 
pieces of Jand marked on the plan 30 and 36—that is, the avenue—are part 
of the house at all. They are, no doubt, part of the land occupied with 
the house ; but I think they are not part of the house itself. I think it 


| would be stretching language to say that that avenue, situated as it is, is 


of the house, or would be included in a conveyance of the house if we 
nothing else. If that is so, the company are absolutely in the right. 
But it is said that the authorities against that view are too strong ; and we 
are pressed by Mr. Balfour Browne, who is always logical, with authorities 
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which, it is said, have gone to such an extent that we cannot | 
avoid going a step farther. Ido not feel disposed to be so 1 as to 
do that which appears to me to be contrary to the right construction of 
the Act of 1845. I think perhaps the strongest of the cares relied upon is 
Furniss v. Midland Railway Co.(L.R.6 Eq.473,475). But what was being done 
there was to destroy the waterworks, or so to interfere with with them that 
the judge felt bound to prevent that. But I am satisfied that in the 
present case nobody looking at this plan and attending to the mode in 
which the house and the land ure joined, can reasonably say that the 
former and the latter are parts of one whole. The land does not fairly 
come within the description of “‘ part of any house,” extensivel¥ as that 
description has been construed by some of the decisions. To hold other- 
wise would be pressing those decisions too far, and would, I think, be to 
make a very bad precedent. ‘The appeal must therefore be dismissed. 

Riacsy, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect. 

Cottins, L.J., concurred.—Counset, Balfour Browne, Q.C., Butcher, 
Q.C., and E. Moon ; Phipson Beale, Q.C., Freeman, Q.C., and R. F. Norton. 
Soxrcrrors, Crossman, Prichard, Crossman, & Block ; Baxter § Co. 


(Reported by R. C. Macxenzre, Barrister-at-Law.]) 


MANCHESTER BREWERY CO. (LIM.) v. NORTH CHESHIRE AND 
MANCHESTER BREWERY CO. (LIM.). No. 2. 20th April. 


Luurep Company—Siminanity or Name—Name or Otp Comrany ADDED 
/ to Name or Existinc Company—Compantigs Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vicr. c. 
89), s. 20. 


Appeal by the plaintiff company from a decision of Byrne, J. The 
action was brought for an injunction to restrain the defend 


Ortitis, or any other en which included the 


~ 










plaintilt compa 8 name, OF 80 nearly resembDied fis same a! OD De = 
ated to deceive the public, or induce the belief that the business carried 
on Dy the defenammt Co moan Was fed on by 
ere pilaintifi comz we py WwW An nected nere un ne plain ati 
Sinpany was incorporated in 1888, and had its Dre in Manchester, 


with a large business in that city and neighbourhood. The North 
Cheshire Brewery Oo. (Limited) was in existence in 1888, and had its 
brewery at Macclesfield, with a large business in that neighbourhood. The 
North Cheshire Co. sold its business to a Mr. Rhodes, who formed it into 
a new company (the defendant company), which was registered on the 
11th of October, 1897. On the 20th of October the solicitors of the plaintiff 
company wrote,on the instructions of the board of directors,to the defendant 
company as to their use of the name Manchester Brewery Co., and the writ 
in the action was issued on the 22nd of October. The directors of the 
defendant company did not proceed to an allotment of shares until the 
26th of October. The evidence before Byrne, J., went to shew that 
the defendant company’s business in Manchester was of a very limited 
extent, although it was the intention of the directors to extend it as much 
as possible in that direction. Byrne, J., being of opinion that in using 
the word ‘‘Manchester’’ there was no intention on the part of the 
defendant company to interfere with the plaintiff company’s business, 
and that there was no evidence of any of the general public being 
deceived by the similarity of the names, dismissed the action. The 
plaintiff company appealed, and on the hearing of the appeal the court 
called attention to section 20 of the Companies Act, 1862, on which the 

uestion primarily turned. Section 20 provides as follows: ‘‘ Nocompany 
shall be registered under a name identical with that by which a subsisting 
company is already registered, or so nearly resembling the same as to be 
calculated to deceive, except in a case where such subsisting company is 
in the couree of being dissolved, and testifies its consent in such manner as 
the registrar requires.’’ 

oe Court (Linpiey, M.R., and Riesy and Couns, L.JJ.) allowed the 
appeal. 

Linpiey, M.R.—I cannot take the same view of this case as was taken 
by the learned judge in the court below. The case is a peculiar one, and 
turns on the 20th section of the Companies Act, 1862, which I will read. 
{His lordship read the section, and stated the facts shortly, and con- 
tinued:] The peculiar thing is that, without consulting them, the de- 
fendant company did in fact take the whole of the name of the Manchester 
Brewery Co. They do not come within the first exception to the section. 
We have to deal with a larger title. What does it denote? The name of 
the defendant company would mean to anyone who knew of the existence 
of the two companies carrying on business, one in Manchester and the 
other in Macclesfield, that they had been amslgamated. That being so, 
can it be said that it does not fall within the second of the 
20th section? In fact, they do deceive ea into thinking that 
the business of the one company is being carried on by the other. I 
do not see any answer to that. If the defendant company state that they 
are carrying on business under the larger name, they must be carrying 
on the business of the Manchester Brewery Co. That is ca'culated to 
deceive, and there can be no answer to it. It is true that there is no 
evidence of actual deception ; that was probably due to the fact that the 
case was tried so soon after the new company was started. The appeal 
must be allowed, and there must be an injunction substantially in the 
terms asked for. The defendants have certainly gone too far. I do 
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*¢ Manchester ”’ 
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| Riosy, L.J., was of the same opinion, and said that the title | Teonard Tubbs. 
of the case firet of all ae enpocmel find that it was poser: Band = 





of two com: , and that there was a quarrel as to some of the terms of 
the amalgamation. His lordship himself from going so far as to 
eay that the plaintiff company any monopoly in the use of the word 
** Manchester.’’ 

Cots, L.J., was of the same opinion, and did not wish to add any- 
thing. Appeal allowed.—Counsai, Moulton, Q.C., Astbury, Q.0., and 
0. L. Clare ; Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and Stewart Smith. Soxtscrrors, Chester, 
Mayhew, Broome, $ Grifiths, for Farrar § Co., Manchester; Firth ¢ Co., for 
Godfrey, Rhodes, § Evans, Halifax. 

[Reported by W. Saaticross Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law.) 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


R: WHITE'S CHARITIES. CHARITY COMMISSIONERS v. LONDON, 
MAYOR AND CORPORATION OF, Romer, J. 20th April. 


Highway—Ownersuirp—Ricut or Apsorntinc Lanpowner ap Mepium 
Firuum Vrae—Srreer 1 A Town —Paesumption—Rent-caarcs Issuinc ‘ 
ovr or Srreet—Laasmity —Pracrics—Cuarrry—Cuartrasite Trusts 
(Recovery) Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vicr. c. 17), 8. 3. 


} 
Summons. This was an application by the Charity Commissioners, 
under the provisions of section 3 of the Charitable Trusts (Recovery) Act, 
1891, and rule 2 of the Rules of the Supreme Court (Charitable Trusts 
Recovery), 1892, for an order directing the defendants, the Corporation of 
London, or (alternatively) the defendant, Hy. Thos. Tubbs, to pay certain 
t-charges of £7 and 


amounts alleged to be due in respect of two annual ren 

£6 12s. 6d. respectively, iss out of land whereon the m known 
as 24, Shoe-lane — st: These rent-charges were admi to be 
charged by the will of T. White, dated in 1619, upon the premises then 
known as 24, Shoe-lane, and the only question argued was whethre the 
Corporation or Tubbs were now liable to pay them. The premises were 


uired by the Corporation in 1825, under statutory powers to acquire 
cone for a market known as F on Market, and were with other 
property conveyed t> them by the freeholder, subject to the above and 
other rent-charges. The property, formerly 24, Shoo-lane, was 
thrown by them — = ——. so as to widen Ba = sma and 
Stonecutter-street. In 1892 the Corporation under statutory powers 
sold the side of Farringdon Market by auction to Tabbs, subject to parti- 
culara and conditions of sale which showed that the land was sold 
to annual rent-charges amoun' to £28 16s. 64., but not upon what — 
particular property the said rent- a were charged, and barred the 
urchaser from requiring an abstract of title or production or delivery to 
Bim of any deeds. The property was conveyed to the or his 
nominees in several plots, and each plot was conveyed, ‘‘ subject t> such 
part or parts, if any, of the said rent- or any of them as may ba 
charged upon the said hereditaments and premises hereby conveyed.’’ 
None of the conveyances con any covenant for payment of the rent- 
charges or for the indemnification of the Oor jon. Part of the pro- 
erty, which was conveyed to Tubbs himself, abutted on Shoe-lane and 
tonecutter-street, and the centre line of Stonecutter-street, where this 
roperty abutted on it, ran through the site of the former mes mage, 24, 
hoe-lane. It was contended for the ion that the soil of the 
street to the centre must be presumed to have passed to Tubbs on the 
conveyance of the land abut thereon, and that Tubbs was therefore 
liable in respect of the said rent-charges c by the ssid will of T. 
White as owner of the land upon w they were charged, and 
Micklethwait v. Newlay Bridge Co. (33 Ch. D. 133, p. 145; 35 W. R. Dig. 
71) was cited for Cotton, L.J.’s, statement of the law. 
Romer, J., said that it was not denied that the rent-charges were 
yable, and the question was which of the defendants was liable. 
tween the Corporation and Tubbs, Tubbs ought to pay; and his lord- 
ship was able to do justice, for in his opinion Tubbs was legally liable. 
If the conveyance to him included that part of the highway which was 
at the time vested in the Corporation, he became liable under the circum- 
stances stated. The Corporation, at the date of the conveyance, owned 
at any rate a m of the site of 24, Shoe-lane. The general rule as 
was 


to 

the um ptio e highway fad medium fin stated by 
Cotton, Ld, in Micklethwait’s case (33 Ob. D.; at p. 145), and, whatever , 
the origin of the doctrine, the law was now settled. jit was, suggested, 
t the rule ly to streets in towns. Why not P 


was the line to to 


e 





[Reported by J. F. Wauer, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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Re BATT’S TRADE-MARKS. Romer, J. 2lst April. 


Taavs-Marx—Racistnation—Bona Five Inrawtion or User, Necessity 
¥ror—Non-vssr—RacriricaTIon or RecistTer. 


Motion. This application to rectify the Register of Trade- 

- 4A i by removing thersfronr the trade-maarks Se ae eas Srere referred to. The 

ra of @ butterfly with open wings, and the dates of 
their registration were March, 1882, and March, 1896, respectively. This 

/ mark was —— m several classes, including class 42. The applicants 
| been tion of a mark of theirs by the Comptroller, on 
/ the ground of its similarity to the respondent’s mark, and the foundation 
/ of Bree oD grag application was that the mark had never been used, or 
to be used, by the respondents for any goods coming within 

class 42. It was con' for the respondents that there was no juris- 

diction to alter a tion that had been properly made. The conclu- 
sions of fact arrived at by the court were that there had been no real user 
of the mark at any time before or since registration in respect of class 
42, and that, at the date of registration, there was no bond fide intention 
of the te to uze the mark for goods in that class. ‘I'he following 
were referred to—viz., the Patents, Designs, and Trade- 

Marks Act, 1875, ss. 2 and 5, and rule 34 of the Rules of September, 1876, 
i” og Act; the Act of 1883, ss. 65, 70, 72, 75, 76, 90; and the Act 


z 





em: see Ladwards Vv. Dennis U . 

ig. 197, per Cotton, L.J.). His lordship t 

» above conclusions of fact that the registration was 

and ought to be expunged, and ordered accordingly.—Counszu, 

Neville, Q.0., and Austen-Cartmell ; Levett, Q.C., and Sebastian ; Ingle Joyce. 

Soxicrrors, Mann $ Taylor ; Shepheards ; Solicitor to Board of Trade. 
[Reported by J. F. Watery, Barrister-at-Law.} 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
BAXTER v. LECHE AND OTHERS. Div, Court. 20th April. 


Ltosnstxa Acts—Norice or Onsection Ssrvep arrer Darts or ORIGINAL 
Lacensinc Mzgrina, sur 1n Dur Time Berore Apsovrnnep Mretinc— 
Jvunispicrion or Justices To Reruss Sucn Licence—Licensine Act, 
1872 (35 & 36 Vicr. c. 94), s. 42. 


This was a special case stated by the quarter sessions for the county 
of Chester on an appeal against the refusal of the justices sitting at the 


adjourned 
| licence, by the appellant, Jane Baxter, in respect of the Brown Cow 
— at Waverton. A notice of objection to the renewal of this 
had been served after the date of the original annual licensing 
meeting, but in due time before the adjourned meeting, and the substantial 
question was whether the justices at quarter sessions could refuse the 
licence, it being contended by the appellant that the respondents, the 
Sa no locus standi, as no notice of objection to the renewal of 
had been served seven days prior to the commencement of the 
meeting, also that no notice of objection 
y the direction of the justices had been served on 
After hearing evidence at the adjourned annual meeting, 
they equally divided, the renewal was refused. The appellant 
appealed to quarter sessions. The notice served by the clerk to the 
justices was in the following form: ‘‘ On behalf of the licensing justices 
- « +» I hereby give you notice to attend at the adjourned annual 
licensing — the said division . . . when the renewal of the 
licence now held by you will be taken into consideration.”’ 
Tus Oovar, without calling on the counsel for the objectors, decided 
that the refusal of the justices of quarter sessions must be upheld. 
W114, J., said the proviso in section 42 of the Licensing Act, 1872, was 
very wide terms. Under it the justices, notwithstanding that no 
had been given, might require the attendance of the licence -holder 
adjourned , when the objection could be considered as if 
the notice had been given. In this case, he thought, the appellant had 
had sufficient notice of the objection given by persons other than the 
though in that notice appeared the objection taken by the justices. 
appellant knew perfectly well that the conviction indorsed on the 
licence was the ground upon which the objection would be based. 


| Kunnepy, J., concurred. He considered the justices had not done 
contrary to the Act. The notice given to the appellant by the 

clerk to the justices was —— notice, on the face of it purporting to 
come from justices, of the date of the adjournment and that the 

j —. to attend. The appellant in fact attended, and although 
| was taken that the notice was bad, her solicitor called and 
‘ examined his witnesses. He believed that no injustice had been done the 
po mrane and therefore the only question before the court was whether 

- i ee ee ee ee eee 

‘© good grounds n establi or impugning their jurisdiction, 
and their decision ought to be upheld. dap Aco leave to 


& 


af 


SE 


granted.—CovunseL, Clement Higgins, Q.U., and Trevor Lioyd; E. H. 
5 8. Moss. BSoxicrrors, Cunliffes $ Davenport, for W. H. Churton, 
Chester; Bower, Cotton, $ Bower, for R. H. Jackson, Chester; George 
Boydell, clerk to the justices. 
[Reported by Exsxixe Resp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


annual licensing meeting at Broxton to renew the 4 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 


Court of Appeal. 


Re MAYFAIR PROPERTY CO. (LIM.). BARTLETT ov. MAYFAIR 
PROPERTY CO. (LIM.). No. 2. 24th March, 1st April. 


Liurrep Company —Mortcace or Uncattep Carita, — DspenturE— 
Parrorrry — Winpinc-Urp— Unsecurgep Ongpirors—Compantes Act, 
1879 (42 & 43 Vict. c. 76), 8. 5. 

Appeal by a debenture-holder in the above-named company from a 
scllien of Wright, J. The appeal raised a question of great import- 
ance in company law on the construction of section 5 of the Companies 
Act, 1879, which provides as follows: ‘‘An unlimited company may, by 
the resolution passed by the members when assenting to registration as a 
limited company under the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1879, and for the 
purpose of such registration or otherwise, increase the nominal amount 
of its capital by increasing the nominal amount of each of its shares. 
Provided always that no part of such increased capital shall be capable of 
being called up, except in the event of, and for the purposes of, the com- 
pany being wound up. And, in cases where no such increase of nominal 
capital may be resolved upon, an unlimited company may, by such 
resolution as aforesaid, provide that a portion of its uncalled capital shall 
not be capable of being called up, except in the event of and for the 
purposes of the rane A being wound up. A limited company may, by 
a special resolution, d that any portion of its capital which has not 
already been called up shall: not be capable of being called up, except in 
the event of and for the purposes of the company being wound up; and 
thereupon such portion of capital shall not be capable of being called up, 
exceptin the event of and for the purposes of the company being wound up.”” 
The company was formed and registered as a limited company on the 16th 
of August, 1892, with a nominal capital of £50,000 divided into 5,000 
shares of £10 each. The memorandum of association stated that one of 
its objects was to borrow money and issue debentures charged on “‘ the 
property and rights of the company, both gem and future, including 
its uncalled capital.’’ By the articles of association full power was 
given to the directors to issue debentures charging all the assets of the 
company, including its uncalled capital. Before this Prague was exercised 
—viz., on the 12th of October, 1892—a special resolution was passed, and 
it was thereby declared ‘‘ that such portion of the company’s capital as 
consists of £5 per share remaining uncalled upon all the colinany shares 
of the company shall not be capable of being called up, except in the 
event of and for the purpose of the company being wound up in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the Companies Act, 1879.’’ In June, 1894, it 
was resolved by the directors to create and issue debentures for £50,000 
bearing interest at 6 per cent , and 160 debentures for £100 each bearing 
interest at 6 per cent. were created and issued accordingly under the seal 
of the company. By these debentures the company bound itself to pay 
the principal moneys and interest secured by them, and the ee as 
beneficial owner charged with such payments ‘“‘its undertaking and all 
its property whatsoever and wheresoever, both present and future, 
including its uncalled capital for the time ”? At the time these 
debentures were issued £4 5s. per share had called up. There 
remained to be called up £5 15s. per share, of which, however, £5 could 
only be called up on the winding up of the company. On the 8th of 
August, 1896, an action was brought against the company by a debenture- 
holder suing on behalf of himself and all other debenture-holders, and 
on the 12th of August he obtained judgment in the form usual in such 
actions and a receiver was appointed. On the same date the company was 
ordered to be wound up and a liquidator was appointed. By this time 
15s. of the £5 15s. before referred to as uncalled up when the debentures 
were issued had been called up by the directors; so that on the 12th of 
August, 1896, when the winding-up order was made, £5 per share had 
been called up by the directors and £5 more—i.e., the reserve capital— 
only remained to be called up for the purposes of the company being 
wound up. The liquidator had called on the contributories for payment 
of this £5 per share. The assets of the company, including the 
reserve capital called up by the liquidator, would not be sufficient to 

the costs of the Ke bu up and the creditors of the meus. 

The question therefore arose whether the debentures created a valid first 
charge on the reserve capital so as to entitle the holders of them to 
payment out of that fund in priority to the other creditors and to the 
costs of the winding up. In November, 1897, the plaintiff in the 
debenture-holders’ action applied by summons that this question might be 
determined, and Wright, J., determined it against the plaintiff, holding 
that the company had no power to create any charge on that portion of 
its capital which by the Companies Act, 1879, could only be called up ‘‘in 
the event of and for the purposes of the company being wound up.” The 
plaintiff appealed. 

Tue Covrt (Lixpiey, M.R., and Ricsy and Vavenan Wuuiams, L.JJ.) 


the appeal. 

April 1.—Linpiey, M.R., stated the facts as above set out, and 
continued: The contention on the part of the appellant is that a limited 
company can validly charge its uncalled capital if authorized so to do by 
its memorandum of association or by its articles ; and that the capital or 
— which under the Act of 1879 can only be called up in the event of 
and for the purposes of the company being wound up, is part of the 
‘capital of the company in the full and proper sense of that word; and 
that, there being no prohibition against c upon it, the 
power to create such charges necessarily follows. ‘This t is based 
on In re Pyle Works (38 W. BR. 674, 44 Ch. D. 534), which finally settled 





that uncalled capital of a limited company governed by the Companies 
Act, 1862, could be validly charged in favour of particular persons. It is 





re |: CC ee ®t. 60 ee 8 oe ee Oe no eee ee Oo bh Ob ao oe bee Oe bie mi mm 








evr" "'s = = = 


er ww * 2 ew ees NT 


SN i ee ieee i eh ed oe 


a id we ee lel 


we eoeogeoecre Va" 


= 


or 


a2aeMrOo MORAN EHS 








_ April 23, 1898. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. _ 


(Vol. 42.) 431_ 











further contended that the payment of the secured debts of a company is 
as much a purpose of the company as the payment of its other debts; 
that there is no necessary implication requiring the court to ho!d reserve 
ital to be incapable of being charged ee 
debts; and that it may be ruinous to a company to it from 
obtaining relief from perhaps temporary pressure clldng 1 
the security of its most valuable asset. Cogent as argument is, [ am 
convinced that it is unsound, and that to yield to it would defeat and not 
carry out the purpose with which the Act of 1879 was passed. When In 
re Pyle Works (ubi supra) was decided I foresaw that the decision might be 
pressed further than I was prepared to go, and I pointed out that, in my 
opinion, it did not authorize mortgages of reserve capital formed under 
= Act of a - adhere to that oe now that I woe ge re-con- 
sidered it. In order properly to ret any statute it is as necessary 
now as it was when Lord Coke repo Heydon's case (3 Oo. 7) to consider 
how the law stood when the statute to be construed was passed ; what 
the mischief was for which the old law did not vide ; and the remedy 
provided by the statute to cure that mischief. e Companies Act, 1879, 
was in order to remedy some defects in the law relating to 
unlimited meen, which defects, although long known to lawyers, 
startled the public when the City of G w Bank stopped payment in 
1878. The members of unlimited companies were in this position. First, 
they were liable to calls on their shares to their nominal amounts. This 
was the only liability which could be enforced by the company or by its 
directors whilst the company was carrying on business. This liability, 
but no liability beyond, was an asset of the company with which the 
company could deal. But, secondly, in addition to this limited liability 
the members were under an unlimited liability to the creditors of thé 
company ; and this unlimited liability could be enforced by creditors, 
although it was not an asset of the company which the —— or its 
directors could charge, alien, or dispose of in any way whatever to the 


prejudice of any creditor. What was wanted was power to form a | to specific 


po Hepes & reserve capital which should be limited in amount, which 
sho available for creditors in the event of a winding-up, and 
which should not be under the control of the directors any more than 
the funds were which the creditors could obtain, but the directors could 
not underthe old law. This amendment in the law was made by the Act 
of 1879. It appears to me plain that section 5 was framed with a double 
object—viz., first, to preserve for the general creditore of the company 
the funds which the members were liable to pay, but which the 
directors could not call Up and, secondly, to enable the members to 
limit the amount of their liability on a winding-up to the creditors 
more than the amount preserved for them. Now, if the ap 

contention is right the first of these objects will be entirely 


although there act a sign of any inten on the part of the Legisla- | bo 


"8 
‘eated, 
ee ee nge in the law, and although such a change 
would or might be ruinous to the great body of a company’s creditors 
and be destructive of the credit which the preservation intact of 
reserve capital gives to those companies which avail them- 
selves of the Act of 1879. To effect such a change in 
the law applicable to unlimited companies which avail them- 
selves of the Act of 1879 some provision is wanted to confer on 
companies carrying on business power to deal with what the members are 
only liable to pay when the winding = ow place. Such a power 
be a complete novelty, and cannot be inferred from the absence of 
any words prohibiting it. I have dwelt on the effect of the Act of 1879 on 
unlimited companies, which take the benefit of it because the effect on 
them and the effect on limited com are to be gathered from the 
use of exactly similar language. It was desirable to enable 
companies ie orginally formed and as d eoaiganien to have 
reserve and not to confine a ted companies 
registering themselves as limited companies. object of the last 
of the section is exactly the same as the object of the first part. 
classes of companies are put on the same footing so far as reserve capital 
is concerned. The prohibition against tal 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
NORTH v. PEROIVAL, Kekewich, J. 5th April. 


Venvor anp Purcuasen—Rerupration or Contract ny Venpors—WI rut 
Derautt—Inrtenest. 


An action was ht by apurchaser for the specific performance of 
Bh nerdy odo» of certain freehold land. The vendors by their 
defence alleged that there was no ——_ and binding contract for the 

rchase or sale of any land, and that if there was it was only made sub- 

ect to certain approvals which had not been given. The vendors further 
all that there Thad been a common mistake as to the 
lan to be sold, and asked, if the 

tute a binding contract, for reacission of the contract on 
mistake. It was provided by a clause in 
chase was not completed by the 6th of Ji 

was to bear interest at the rate of 4 cent. from that 
completion. The minutes of the j t of the court as drawn up by 
the registrar contained, inter alia, the ae a a mpd This court 
doth declare that the agreement constituted a bin 
the purchaser and the vendors for the sale by the vendors to the purchaser 
of the vendor’s freshold land situate, &c., and that the same ought to be 
r ngeeers pd performed and carried into effect, and doth order and adjudge 
same accordingly. And it is ordered that interest be computed at t' 
rate of 4 per cent. per annum om the purchase-money for the land con- 
tained in the agreement from the 6th of July, 1897, when the same ought 
the agreement 


Kexewicu, J.—The question here is, Does the repudiation of this con- 
tract by the vendors amount to wilful default on their part within the 
authorities so that they cannot clatm interest, the stipula- 
tion in the contract giving them interest? There are no authorities 
precisely in point. I am of opinion, however, that the vendors in this case 
did not obstruct the purchaser so as to be guilty of wilful default, and I 
think that the registrar was right in that interest should be 
paid by the purchaser until com y uNssL, Warrington, Q.C., 
and R. Rowlands; Renshaw, Q.0, and Christopher James. Soxictrons, 
es ares $ Co. ; Clarke, Rawlins, $ Co., for Percival ¢ Son, Peter- 
rough. 


[Reported by C. C. Hexsuey, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re BROOKE AND FREMLIN’S CONTRACT. Kekewich, J. 26th March. 


Venpor AND Pvacnassn—Mortraacer—Marziep Woman—Oonverance To 
Purcuassn—Concurrencs or Hvussanp—AcKNOWLEDGMERT. 


Summons under the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, by the vendor of 
freehold property, asking fora declaration that the concurrence of 
iachaml Gf We me , who was a married woman, in the deed of con- 
veyance to the purc was not necessary, and that such deed did not 
require acknowledgment by her. The facts were as follows: In 1895 the 


dor, E. 0. Brooke, had m the property in fee toa Mrs. 
Theobeld, a ried woman, to secure the sum of £150 and interest 
advanced by her and part of her separate estate. Subsequently 


and that the deed should be acknowledged by her. The vendor conse- 


of the company when up. To interpret the section | _Kexewicu, J.—The point raised is a new one, and 
20 as to enable s company t» defeat this object by pledging or otherwise | able to refer to an case nearer to the ee eae 
disposing of its reserve capital is, in my , entirely to miss the real | Adsopp’s Contract before North, J ne ES woman 
meaning of the ture as ¢ in the language it has used. | trustee, and the decision seems to go on property 


Legisla 
Neither the Act of 1879 nor the other Companies Acts give a company 
power to dispose of assets which cannot come into existence until it is 
wound up. To hand over the reserve capital or any part of it when 
called up to a prior assignee, or bo 9 masta: the Nis Se Sen 
the assets until he has realized or given up en San rae 
reserve capital for the purposes cf the company wound up within 
the true meaning of that expression as used in 5, but to prevent 
such application. This was the view of Wright, J., and it is mine also. 
With respect to the case of Newton v. Debenture-holders, §c., of Anglo- 
Australian Investment Co. (43 W. R. 401 ; 1895, A. O. 244), on which 
counsel for the appellant so much relied, I need only observe that it 
not a decision on the Act of 1879, but a decision on an article of associa- 
tion, so worded as not to preserve, nor indeed to shew any intention 
preserve, the reserve capital for the benefit of the general creditors in 
event of liquidation. I cannot regard that case as an au 
the view which I take of the Act of 1879. The appeal m 
with costs. 

Ricsy, L.J., concurred. 

Vavenan WiitraMs, L.J., gave judgment to the same effect. Appeal 
dismissed.—Counset, Swinfen Eady, Q.0., and R. F. Norton; Farwell, 
ps and George Henderson. Sorscrrons, Munns § Longden; Mackrell, 

aton, Godlee incey. 

‘ 7 by W. Suaticross Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law.]} 
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is If a married woman who is merely a 
bene ts ay thenrwntenaa {oot the ‘Truses Act, 1808, she can 
convey and surrender as if she were a feme sole. here she is not a bare 
trustee, ee 
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when that has been done he holds it to some extent in a fiduciary char- 
acter. Until A ge he is not a trustee of the property for the mort- 

; the between them is that of mortgagor and mortgagee, 
vot that of trustee and ces(ui que trust. The money advanced belongs to 
the mortgagee, who holds the security for his own benefit, and in this 
respect the fiduciary character does not come in fora moment. It seems 
me, therefore, that it is not right to say that the mortgagee is a 
trustee, and that is what I have to conclude in order to distinguish this 
case from Re Harkness and Allsopp’s Contract. The result is that this lady 
can deal with the security, including the legal estate in the land, as if she 
were a feme sole, and the purchaser will get a complete title without the 
concurrence of her husband or the acknowledgment of the deed.—Covnszt, 
Werrington, Q.C., and Greenwood; Ashton Cross. Souicitors, E. C. 
Rawlings § Butt ; William Webb & C). 


[Reported by R. J. A. Mornisoy, Barrister-at-Law. ] 








LAW SOCIETIES. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


In pursuance of the resolution passed at the adjourned annual general 
meeting, held July 15th, 1881, to the effect that meetings of the society 
should be held in Janu and April, a spocial general meting of the 
members of the society will be held in the hall of the society on Friday, 
the 29th inst., at two o'clock precisely, to consider the subjects hereinafter 
mentioned. 

Mr. Harvey Clifton will move: *‘Thatthe Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society (U.K.) should take steps to obtain a repeal of Section 47 of the 
Solicitors Act of 1843, which provides that this Act shall not extend or be 
construed to extend to the examination, admission, rights, or privileges of 
— persons appointed to be Svlicitors to the Treasury and other Government 
offices.” 


Mr. William Melmoth Walters will move that the fcllowing resolution, ir 
reference to the Law Society’s Club, passed at the Special General Meeting 
on the 28th of January last, be confirmed—viz. :—‘‘(1) That the following 
addition be made at the end of Kule 3: ‘ but the Committee shall have power 
at their discretion to suspend or reduce the entrance fee for any period or for 
any clags of Members, and also to reduce the annual subscription payable by 
Members or any class of Membors.’ (2) That the following addition be made 
at the end of Rule 4: ‘but such subscription may be reduced by the Com- 
mittee as before mentioned.’ (3) That the words‘if any’ be inserted in 
Rule 6 — the words ‘Entrance Fee,’ and in Rule 7 after the words 
‘ ‘ees.’ ’ 

Mr. Charles Ford will ask the President what steps, if any, the Council 
have taken to give effect to the resolution of the society with regard to 
shortening the g Vacation, and also whether the Council are taking any 
steps to secure the transaction of legal business during the Long Vacation other 
than that which is at present allowed to be transacted duriag the Vacation. 

Mr. Charles Ford will move :—“ That a copy of the record of attendances 
(for the current year) of members of the Council, at council and committee 
meetings, be sent annually to every member of the Society, such copy to 
accompany the notice calling the annual general meeting.”’ 

Mr. Uharles Ford will move: ‘‘ That the interests of suitors and the due 
administration of justice require that motions in the Courts of the Chancery 
Division ought to be set down in a list, and taken in the order in which 
— in such list, no precedence being given to leaders of the Bar.” 

. les Ford will move: ‘“ This meeting is of opinion that the mem- 
bers of the Council going out of office every year shall decide b.tween 
themselves as to which three of them shall not be eligible for re-election for 
a period of one year; and in the event of non-compliance of such condition, 
the selection shall be made by the Council, and the result in either case shall 
be communicated to the members of the society, and the Council is hereby 
directed to amend the Bye-liws accordingly.” 





THE ASSOCIATED PROVINCIAL LAW SOCIETIES. 


Theannual meeting of the above societies was held at the Law Institution, 
Chancery Lane, London, on Friday, the Ist April, 1898, Mr. R. Ellett, of 
Cirencester, in the chair. 

There were present the undermentioned societies, represented as follows :— 
The Liverpool Incorporated Law Society, Mr. U. H. Morton ; the Manchester 
I Law Association, Mr. W. H. Norton; the Newcastle-upon- 
‘Tyne Incorporated Law Socicty, Mr. R. Pybus; the Yorkshire Law Society, 
Mr. J. T. Atkinson; the Somerset Law Society, Mr. J. E, W. Wakefield ; 
the Berks, Bucks, and Oxfordshire Incorporated Law Society, Mr. D, H. 
Witheri and Mr. P. J. Rutland; the Bristol Incorporated Law Society, 
Mr. W. ©. H. Cross; the Hampshire Law Society, Mr. G. W. Edmonds ; 
the No ham Incorporated Law Society, Mr. J. Kentish Wright; the 
Chester and North Wales Incorporated Law Society, Mr. R. Farmer; the 
Sheffield Law Society, Mr. E. Bramley; the Blackburn Law Society, Mr. 
George Porter and Mr. J. Travis-Cook ; the Shropshire Law Society, Mr. 
Rowland T. Hughes ; the Gloucestershire and Wiltshire Incorporated Law 
Society, Mr. R. Ellett and Mr. E. C. Sewell. 

The Hon. Sec. reported that the Bradford Law Society had joined the 
association during the year, and that the Leeds and Wakefield Law Societies 
had retired. The number of the members of the assoctation was 49. 

The subscriptions for the year was fixed at the same rate as in the previous 
year. 

The accounts forthe year were pommten and having been audited and 
found correct, were approved and adopted. 





Mr. Thomas Marshall and Mr. C. H. Morton were re-elected Honorarv 
and Assistant Honorary Secretary respectively, P 
_ County Court Rules.—The Hon. Sec. reported as directed by the resolu- 
tions of the meetings of the 12th March and 13thJuly lasthe had communicated 
to the Lord Chancellor and to the President of the Incorporated Law Society, 
as a member of the Rule Committee, the objections raised by members of the 
association to the rules of March and May, 1897, so far as they related to 
obtaining leave under Section 74 of the County Courts Act, 1888 (Order V. 
Rule 9al) and to the procedure under Order VII.a Rule 4, and that he had 
also pointed out that the proposed new Forms of Affidavits were un- 
necessarily complex, and would be found in practice inconvenient and 
misleading. He stated the specific points in the rules to which objection was 
taken and the nature of the objection. The following Resolution was moved 
by Mr. Fybus, seconded by Mr. Witherington, and adopted: —‘‘That this 
Association approves of the action of the Hon. Sec. and authorises him to 
continue to act in the sense of the Resolutions of March and July, 1897, and 
to report if necessary or desirable.”’ 

Stamps on Sales or Transfers of Mortgages.—The Assistant Honorary 
Secretary reported that a joint deputation from this association, and from 
the Incorporated Law Society of the United Kingdom, had conferred with 
Mr. Gore, the Solicitor for the Board of Commissioners of Inland Revenue, 
with a view to an indemnity bein goes in respect of such transfers of 
mortgage, conveyances subject to chief rents, and grants reserving rents to a 
mortgagee as substituted security, as were not stamped in accordance with 
the interpretation now put by the commissioners upon some sections of the 
Stamp Acts; that negotiations wera still proceeding witha view to the 
introduction into the next Finance Act of a clause to effect this object, and 
that Mr. Wolstenholme was now engaged in settling the draft clause. 

District Probate Registries.—The Hon. Sec. reported that he had called 
the attention of members of the association to the resolution of the 13th 
July, 1897 (Minutes, p. 596), and had by circular dated 22nd July last 
requested them to communicate to him any information which they might 
think desirable, and that he had received two replies only, one from the 
Hampshire Law Society disapproving of Probate Registrars acting in their 
own Courts either properly or as agents, and one from the Liverpool Law 
Society to the effect that the practice complained of was not adopted to any 
extent in their own Registry, and that under these circumstances he had 
not taken any further steps in the matter. 

County Courts: Default Summons. — Mr. Edmonds, on bebalf of the 
Hampshire Law Society, moved the following resolution :--“ That with a 
view of expediting the obtaining of judgment in undefended cases in County 
Courts it is expedient that in the case of default summonses or a sum of 
£5 and upw: , defendants, as a condition precedent to being allowed to 
defend, should be required to satisfy the Registrar ex parte on oath or by 
affidavit that they have a primd facie defence, and that failing their so doing 
the plaintiffs in such cases shall be at liberty to enter judgment.” After 
considerable discussion this resolution was carried by a large majority. 

Presiding Officers’ Fees at School Board Elections. — Mr. Porter of 
Blackburn, on behalf of the Bradford Law Society, moved the following 
resolution :—‘‘ That the reduced remuneration of £2 now offered to solicitors 
for presiding at School Board Elections is quite inadequate compensation 
for the work done, having regard to the long hours attendant on and the 
responsibilities of the office, and that the fee of £3 3s, should be maintained. 
That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the Incorporated Law Society, 
with a request that the council will make a representation to the Education 
Department with a view to a revision of the scale. This resolution gave rise 
to considerable differencs of opinion. A majority dissuaded any action 
being taken, on the ground that in the country competent persons not being 
solicitors can without difficulty be got to do the work, and that this being so 
is would be ussless and therefore inexpedient to address the Education 
Department with the view of attempting to induce them to revise the scale. 

Advertisements by Solicitors — At the request of the President of the 
Incorporated Law —— the Hon. Sec. mentioned that questions had arisen 
as to the propriety of solicitors inserting advertisements in the newspapers 
in their own names for loans and securities, and that the opinion of the 
members of the association was requested. The matter was directed to 
stand over until the next meeting in order that notice of it might be given. 

A vote of thanks to the Chairman concluded the business of the mesting. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, on Wednesday, the 20th 
inst., Mr. Henry Morten Cotton in the chair. The other directors present 
being: Messrs. W. F. Blandy (Reading), Grantham R. Dodd, Samuel 
Harris (Leicester), John Hunter, R Merriman (Marlborough), F. 
Rowley Parker, Richard Pennington, J.P., Henry Roscoe, Sidney Smith, 
Frank W. Stone (Tunbridge Wells), F. T. Woolbert, and J. T. Scott 
(secretary). 

A sum of £400 was distributed in grants of relief, eight new members 
were admitted to the association, and other general business transacted. 








The following is the rota of attendance of the Queen’s Bench Masters at 
Chambers during the Easter Sittings, viz.:—A to F division: Mondays, 
Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master Kaye; Tuesdays, Thursdays, and 
Saturdays, Master Pollock. G to N division: Mondays, Wednesdays, and 
Fridays, Master Butler; Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master 
Walton. O to Z division: Mondays, Wednesdays, ani Fridays, Master 
} vam Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master Manley 

mith. 
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LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 


The awards upon the Easter Pass Examination hold at the Inner Temple 
on March 29, 30, and 31 are as follows :— 

Pass CEeRrtiricaTEs. 

Lixcoin’s In«s.—Noshirvan B. Behramje>, Krishnaji W. Bhat, Brij B. L. 
Bisya, Arthur P. Braybrooke, William J. H. Brodrick, Henry I..C. Brown, 
Devi Dayal, Anthony De Freitas, Charles Dixon, Ev W. Fichardt, 
Bolton C. Jones, Sam S, Kay, Abdul Karim Khan, Rahimkhan Karim Khan, 
Surendra Lal Khastgir, Beni Parshad Khosla, Jayavant Dinanath Madgavkar, 
Harcourt Gladstone Malcolm, Alexander Manson, Behari Lal Merh, 
Richard C. Pearman, William G. Randles, Charles K. oe om Syed 
Mohamed Shere, Moses A. Williams, and William V. G. Willoughby. 

Inner Tempie.—Arthar J. Alison, Robert W. Allen, James F, Anderson, 
Stanley B. Atkinson, William E, C. Baynes, Percy B. Brooks, Charoon, 
Isaac K. Davies, Francis J. Dessain, Warwick H. Draper, John S. Gibbs, 
Samuel F. Goch, Edward Higinbotham, Alfred A. Hildesheimer, Cecil A. 
Hunt, Henry W. Jephson, Edward B. Joy, Arthur M. Labouchere, John 
H. Layton, Charles B. Martin, George T. Martin, Reginald T, H. Milton, 
Richard 8. C. Nolan, Pestonjee Sorabjee Patuck, Frank Perrott, Charles J. 
M. Russell, the Hon. Victor A. F. V. Russell, Henry H. Stebbing, 
Thorold A, Stewart-Jones, Ernald R. Warre, and Mark Waterlow. 

Mippie Tempie.—Henry L. H. Andrews, Frank Brough, William A. F. 
Balfour-Browne, Herbert Burr, Alfred P. Carryer, James D. Ohorlton, 
Stephen O. Henn Collins, George G. Coulter, Her E. Crook, Walter P. 
Dodge, Ignatius 8S, Ferreira, Carlton Hackney, John Hall, jun., William G. 
Hannah, Percy A. Harris, FitzRoy Hemphill, Hendrik J. Hugo, Vyvyan A. 
Lyons, Georges E. Nairac, Vasudeo Ramkrishna Pandit, Erasmus D. Parker, 
Abdul Rasul, Frank L, Riseley, Alexander E. Kogers, Arthur H. Walsh, 
Michael P. Walsh, Edward T. C. Werner, and William M’K. Young. 

Gray’s Inn.—Edward J. S. Athawes, William E. Barber, Madhu Sudan 
Bhagat, Charles M., Brousson, Laurence J. Byrne, Mohammad Said Hakim, 
Gaston Johnston, Uharles H. Leach, Noel Middleton, Pagadala Rungiah 
Naidu, Des Raj Sabni, Skadi-Lal, Subharama Swaminadhan, Rastamji 
Kharshedji Tarachand, and Walter M. Thorburn. 

The number examined was 133. Of the 33 candidates who failed, seven 
were postponed until the Michaelmas examination, 1898, and four until the 
Hilary examination, 1899. 

The following passed in Constitutional Law and Legal History only :— 

Lrxcotn’s Inn.—Merwanji Rustomji Boyce, Richard C. Brown, William 
M. Carter, Robert S. Clease, Hamilton H. M. Dent, Ivan Chen, Fitzherbert 
G. Knight, and Rowland Williams. 

Innerk Temrite.—Kington Baker, Frederick Belfield, John E. Clauson, 
William G. H. Gritten, Herbert F. Guinness, Jijaba Bajaram Patil Mohite, 
Hugh G. Newton, Harold T. Perkins, and Arthur L. B. Thesiger. 

Mippte Tempre.—Kanji Premji Dodia, Ernest A. Ebblewhite, James 
Fairbairn, Joseph E. Lilley, Francis O. Lindley, John A. Moore, Owen 
Moses, Julius E. Pitcher, Maurice I. V. M. J. Théry, Frederick J. Willis, 
and Hugo Worthington. 

Gray's Inn.—George W. Clarke, Edward H. Coumbe, Raghubar Dayal, 
Anandarai Bapubhai Majmundar, Charles F. Rorke, Laxmidass Rowji Sapat, 
Harichund Nathubhoy Shab, Carleton S. Smith, Cullyanji Murarji Thacker, 
and Manilal Umedram Thakore. 

Of 63 who were examiaed, 38 passed. Six candidates were ordered not to 
be admitted for examination again until the Michaelmas coxamination, 1898, 
and one not until the Hilary examination, 1899. 

P... following passed in Roman Law and Constitational Law and Legal 
istory :-— 

fen Sa Inx.—Harold F. Bidder, George L. Oraik, Arthur C. Curtis, 
and Herbert G. Smith. 

Inner Tempie.—Aubrey T. Lawrence, William Sanger, Alexander N. 
Tayler, Ernest J. Welfare, and Thomas A. White. 

Mippte Temrte.—Charles R. Brigstocke, Archibald CO. Connell, Allen C. 
Edwards, and Ernest Lesser. 

Gray's Inn.—Philip J. Macdonell and Herbert W. Prichard. 

Of 33 examined 15 passed. ‘T'wo candidates were ordered not to be 
admitted for examination again until the Hilary examination, 1899. 

The following passed in Roman Law :— 

Lixcotn’s Inn.—Donald F. Alderson, Alfred L. Cohn, George 8. Cowie, 
John B, Dyne, Francis A. Hazeland, Arthur W. Howe, Indrajit Kalabhai, 
William M, Muir Mackenzie, William N, Marcy, John R. Prior, Goolam 
Fazulbhoy Visram, and Robert B. Wilkinson. 

Inver Teuriv.—Alfred B. Oairnes, Edward H. Chapman, Bernard N. 
Fraser, Edward S. Hart, Francis W. Hirst, Sydney Philips, Bernard V. C. 
Ransome, John H. Stamp, and Charles H. Wise. 

Mippte Tempie.— Henry A. G. Bohn, Peter J. Boland, Charles Bray, 
Milkhi Ram Choudry, James K. Hay, David S. Hodge, 8. John E. B. 
Macglashan, Laurence L. Rostron, John Sanderson, William Sellers, 
Bakhshi Sain Das Sethy, and Leonard E. Smith. 

Gray's Inn.—Johndra Nath Bonnerjee, Fielding Gill, Seth P. Lewis- 
Jones, Guru Das Nanda, Jaishi Ram, Sirdir Foujdar Singh, Edward J. 
Steegmann, Arthur B. Sully, and Henry S. Williams. 

Of 57 examined 42 passed. Six candidates were ordered not to be 
admitted for examination until the Michaelmas examination, 1898, and one 
candidate not until the Hilary examination, 1899. 


Among those who have accepted the invitation of the Treasurer and 
Benchers of the Middle Temple to dine with them on “Grand Day” of 
Easter Term, on Thursday, May 5th, are the American Ambassador, the Lord 
Chancellor, the Duke of Fife, and Mr, A. J, Balfour, M.P. 





LEGAL NEWS. 


OBITUARY. 

Many Fd ons, sna a. hear with a fo: sont of > 
Aurrep Cock, ., On cine re ° er, C) 
travelled to Shrewsbury to a holidays, and on Monday week 
caught a chill, which resulted in pneumonia. Mr. Cock was the second son 
of Mr. James Cock, of . He was called to the Bar in 1871, and 
became a Queen’s Counsel in 1886, and was well known as an able and 
vigorous advocate. He wasa man of cool judgment Dg pt wma 
the conduct of cases, in spite of his somewhat breezy style of.advocacy. His 
geniality and good made him v with his brethren 
ar the ‘Der, tal ho will bo gueally MnOL e was under 50 years of 

J 


a 


age. 
The death is announced of Mr. James Henny Netson, barrister. He 
served in the Madras Civil Service from 1861 to 1887, and was successively 
assistant collector and magistrate, Acting Registrar of the Hi 
Small Court Cause Judge, and subsequently from 1872 Civil and Sessious 
Judge, In 1871 he was ealled to the Bar. He was mainly known by his 
books entitled ‘A View of the Hindu Law as Administered by the High 
Court of Madras” and “The Scientific Study of the Hindu Law.” After 
his retirement from the Civil Service he practised for some years in 
Hyderabad, and conducted the Indian Jurist. 


_—- 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. C. J. Aucustus Watton, solicitor, of the firm of Messre, Helder, 
Roberts, & Walton, solicitors, of 2, Verulam-buildings, Gray’s-inn, 
London, and of Leytonstone, Essex, has been inted a Commissioner 
to Administer Oaths. Mr. Walton was admi March, 1892. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 


Mr. J. Panxer Ayesns, solicitor, of 61, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn 
London, has taken into partnership Mr. W. Girrs Kent, solicitor, late of 
Furnival’s-inn, Holborn. The name of the firm will be Parker Ayers & 
Kent, and the business will be carried on at No. 11, Gray’s-inn-place 
Holborn. 

Dissonvtions. 

Wiu1am Rosert Davies and Davin Oswaxtp Davies, solicitors, Dol- 
gelley, Barmouth, and Towyn (W. R. Davies & Co.). A 5. The said 

vid Oswald Davies will henceforth carry on at the above 
places. (Gazette, April 15. 


GENERAL. 


“A Magistrate” writes to the Times on the Criminal Evidence Bill, 
pointing out that some dozens of charges are daily made by the 

the metropolitan police-courts in which no solicitor or counsel on 
a side. ~ ost all these cases = a Bg auto cahemash 
in the nature of an accusation against ice. proposed 
these defendants will make these accusations . Is it proposed 
the policeman shall cross-examine or not? Either alternative 
equally monstrous. On Monday, at most of the metropolitan 
there are usually about fifty charges to be disposed of, 
take till about 3 or 4 o'clock, sometimes later. Applications 
have also, as far as possible, to be heard. The proposed 
double the length of most cases, and will necessitate e 
change in the arrangement of the business of metropolitan 
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se 
cull 

FAreiter 


courts. 


Sir John Scott, who is about to resign his post as Judicial Adviser to the 
Egyptian Government, is, says the St. James's Gazette, one of the Englishmen 
ae will undoubtedly be entitled to rank with such men as 
Moncrieff and Lord Cromer as one of the makers of modern Egypt. At the 
time of the British occupation, early in the eighties, the administration of 

the task which 


justice was corrupt and disorganised, an confronted Mr. 
Scott, as he then was, presented what to any but a level-headed, clear- 
sighted English lawyer would have seemed insu: difficulties. With 


undaunted courage, however, Mr. Scott set to work, and his reforms, 

drastic and pretties xe me been = . to — 
whole-hearted appreciation of native as well as foreign litigants. 
Wo wes the cin oto Wh callthaas swan onli’ 46 he Bar in 1865, and 
‘went’? the Northern Circuit. In 1874 he was appointeda J of 
Appeal in the International Court of Ap in and was 
President of the court from 1880 to 1882. From the 
Mr. Scott was a Judge of the — 

returned to Egypt as Judicial A to the Khedive, 
now resigning, as his long residence in hot 

leave of absence in the summer than the rules of the Egyptian service 








allow. aes 
The seventy-second annual meeting of the Standard Life 
Assurance Co. was held at h on Tuesday, the 1 


9th of April, 
1898. The Smet results for the year ended 15th of November, 1 


were reported ; 4,7 were issued, 

existing assurances in force at 15th of November, 1897, amounted to 
£23,919,754 ; the claims by death during the year amounted ne 
bonus additions, to £575,168 ; the revenue for the year ended th 
November, 1897, amounted to £1,123,013 ; and the accumulated funds 
same _ ‘amounted to £8,804, 723, being an increase 

£356,419. 











{ 
: 
i 
} 
L 
; 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 


April 23, 1898. _ 





















434 
ne Rag, 2...Sitting in chambers Titer a lt VE be Ge bent Ct 
COURT PAPERS Wed. a7 ae teet 1” ee 
: Thursday ... 5 ? Acts with wits Sa‘urda: Causes and Petitions will 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. dean pene. . Ce ry on Saturdays, April 23 and 
Rora or Reorsraans m ATTENDANCE oN iow... 9 ..Sitting in chambers The ~ beni for the other Saturdays will 
Date. aes Greer me. Justice . Justice FS : +4 General paper bo toon time to time aincu1c2d in the 
. ORTH. TIRLING. ednesda} y Cause List 
" J, and 
Monday, April .....000++....25 Mr. Lavie Mr. Ward Mr. Carrington | Thursday ...12 Mists tee Romer, ns Actions for Trial with Witnesses will be 
- 6% ru ee Jackson Friday ......13...Mots and adj sums taken on Tuesday, April 26, and con- 
1 le a —— Sht caus, a (includi tinued until the nd of the following 
ee Seton ackson Saturday y auf pets for Romer, week. Motions and Uaopposed Peti- 
Carrington J.), Ur cons, and adj sums) tions will be heard during that period 
Pugh Pemberton Jackson Monday ....16 Sitting in chambers by Mr. Justice Stirling. 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice wae oa 1} General paper Actions for Trial with Witnesses will also 
KExcewion. Romer. ee” ee yk for Romer, J, and| »e taken at other times. Notice will be 
, 
Monday, April .....ss+.25 Mr, Rolt Mr. Beal Mr. Farmer Thurelay “ie given in the Daily Cause List. 
Tuesday .. 3 +1088 Godfrey Leach i Friday ...... 20... Font efi ous = 
Wreinesy cot Beat Parter Sht caus, pls including | MS, ae He 
Thursday 2B Godfrey Leach King Saturday aif pets for Romer, Court a gt to he is hearing Witness 
on gg +29 Rolt Beal Farmer eiecne és pe: -), fur cons, and adj sures Actions—viz. on Thursdays, May 12 and 
30 Godf: Leach King onday...... .. Sitting in chambers 
ome a = 
a Hi) General paper 


EASTER SITTINGS, 1898. 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
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Ms. Justice NORTH. 
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Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard. Two copies of minutes of the 
proposed judgment or order must be left 
in court with the judge’s clerk the day 
before the cause is to be put in the paper. 


When witness actions can be taken on any 
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Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard, and the necessary papers, includ- 
ing minutes of the proposed judgment or 
order, must be left with the fudge’s clerk 
one clear day before the cause is to be 
put into the paper. 


27...Mots, adj sums, and gen pa 


Cuancery Covat IV. 
Ma. Justice KEKEWICH. 


The following will be the Order of Business 
according to the days of the week :— 


aes | in chambers 
uesday......... 

Welnesis ' General 

Thureday ses 


Frida: 29 and May 6)— 
cent gs iy 8) 





The first day 
April 19, will ate the Sng Fun day, and 


Cuaancery Court III. 
Mr. Justice BYRNE. 


Actions transferred for Trial or Hearing 
only will be taken in the order in the 
Cause List on every day of the Sittings, 


from April 19 to May 27, both in- 


clusive. 

Business in the Liverpool and Manchester 
—— Registries will be en as 
ollows :— 


Motions, Short Causes, Petitions, and 
Adjourned Summonses on every other 
commencing with Friday, April 


A in Chambers on every other 
—— commencing with Saturday, 
April 21 
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pets, Tope = sums, and 
ro it list, including un- 
Mon., Ma a 
on. y 2. ‘st ambers 
Tuesday. 


Wednesday 5 wtaae ti 
Thursday ... St wii for North, J, and 


Saturday ...30 


Friday ...... 6...Mots and non wit list 
Pets, sht caus, ae 
sums, 0 pets, an 

Saturday ... 7) non wit list, inelndin + 

opposed peta fo ‘or No 

Monday...... 9..,Sitting in chambers 

Tuesday ...1 

WOE, 060000 

Thursday ...12 ) Witness list 

Friday ...... 

Saturday ...14 

Monday......16...Sitting in chambers 

Tuesday ...17 

Ww 18 

Thursday ...19 ) Witness list 

Friday ...... 20 

ey 21 

Monday... —_ Sitting in chambers 

Tuesday. 


Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
a pee ty Se J 4 

or order mus' eft 
Ge court with the judge’s elerk one clear 
day before the cause is to be put in the 
paper. 


N.B.—The following Papers on Further 
Consideration are required for the use of 
the Judge, viz. :—T'wo Copies of a 
of oe) pro} Judgment or Order, 1 





Copy and 1 Copy Chief Clerk’s 
i must be left in Court 

with the J ’s Clerk one clear day 

before the 

to come into the paper. 
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COURT OF APPEAL. 
EASTER SITTINGS, 1898. 
Arrzat Covar I.—Norices. 


neen ee te Court I. on Tues- 
on day, Apel 19, and afterwards a Taster Gittings 
Bankruptcy aqpesla Wil bp tous on ag 22, and following 


F 


Queen’s Bench final appeals and new trial motions will. be 
in Court I. in alternate weeks Se Seg New trial motions 
will be taken in Court I. on Wi = , and following days in 

in the second 


On Mondays ys final appeals or new trial motions will be 
Caborca. or bankruptcy appeals for a 
Kdritalty 
ty appeals (with assessors) will be taken in Court I. on 
specially epponted by the Cour, nodce of which vill appear in the 


Aprgat Court I1.—Nortcgs. 

N.B.—Interlocutory appeals from the Chancery and Probate and Divorce 
Divisions will be taken i Court on 

“Ty B.- Subject to Chancery interlocuiory appeals Wi Chan 

uu on - 

final appeals will be taken every day in Court II further 

x. B.— When the ino intetoonten: supa, are not enough for a day’s' 

Ri provetle and Opetoe Taal cppaaie all We takes ta tee Chansaxy 


Appeal List as reached. 
Appeals from the Lancaster and Durham Palatine Courts (if any) will be 
taken in Court II. on Thursday, May 5. 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), AND 
THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS. 


wie List.) 

In re The Russian ore + Patent I Johnson v The Russian Spratt’s 
ph et app of pit from ustice Stirling, dated April 30, 
The Astomatio. Diversions 8 = plts from order 
of Mr Justice Byrne, datec March, iso te (eon ty ordered) May 27 
In re Griffiths Duncombe v pitt from order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated Jaly' 31, SL 1807 (order ved ) Aug 21 


In re The Mersey Ry Oo & Ry Co's Act, 1867 af the company from: 
order of Mr ir ustioe Stings Cour 10, 1897 (s.0. until motion dis-- 
posed of in Mr Justice 8 rH Oct 


Manchester Brewer, Co, ld v North Oheshire and Manchester Brewery Oo;. 
=o app of pits from order of Mr. Justice Byrne, dated Nov 30, 1897 


Howland v The Dover Harbour Board app of plt from order of Mr 
Justice Romer, dated Dec 2, 1897 Jan 26 
In re The Com ‘hots, 1862 t 1800, and In re ‘The Great Ta! 
Gold Mine, app of © A B Watts from order of Mr Justice W: 
dated Jan 29, 1898 Jan 31 
gmat hy ©. of dft from order of Mr. Justice Kekewich, dated 
an 2v, 
Fell v The Official Trustees of Charity of plt from order of 
Mr Justice Romer, dated Nov 4, 1897 ae ET td P 
In re Bagshawes, ld & Co’s Acta, 1862 to 1890 app of Hearl & Tonks 
(1897), 1d from order of Mr. Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 1, 1898 (order 
not ected) Feb 15 
In re Budd Dalzell v Anderson ee eee 
Kekewich, dated Jan 14, 1898 
Baxter v Middleton EP oe 6 eet Kekewich, 
dated Feb 8, 1898 F 
hlan v v Cumberland app of Leas Gorell 
Teak Feb 8, 1 Feb 22 
Woodfin v Brown of plt from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
png eT Heb eries, ldv J of dft from order of Mr 
reweries, ld v Jameson a m order o' 5 
Justice B , dated Feb 11, 1898 Feb 25" 
In re De Nicols’ De Nicols v Ourlier app of dfts Louisa Pigache & ors 
trom ceder of Mr Justion Kebs wich, dated Feb 3, 1898 Feb 26 
Lord Hood v Coulson 96 1807 H Hare and anr from order of Mr. 


Justice Byrne, dated oe March 2 
In re the panlon Acta 186 1890, and Inre Olympia ld (Regis- 
tered 1893) pp ot G8 s’ Barnes from onder of Mr Justice Wright 
dated Feb 17, 
FROM THE lias DIVISION. 
amr List.) 


Lake v Harrison sp of rm nr of Me Jae Nat dated Ang 
1897 (order not perfected) Ai 
v Goschen app of pit from order of Mr. Justice Romer, dated 


Boord v The African Consolidated Land & Trading Oo, 1d soe 
from order of Mr Juetie North, dated Des so 101897 per: 
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1898. Douro—1897—Folio 559,{damage) Owners of Victor Pretot v The Owners 
La Rochefoucauld v Boustead app of pit from order of Mr. Justice Keke-| of Douro app of ptfs from jdgt of Mr Justice Gorell Barnes, dated 
wich, dated Feb 15, 1898 March 18 March 14, 1598 March 25 


Allhusen v The Ealing & South Harrow Ry Co app of pit from order 
of Mr. Jastice Stirling, dated March 22, 1898 (order not perfected) 


FROM THE PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIVISION. 
(Final List.) 
Williams, petnr, M William, respt, T Rees, co-respt (Divorce) app of 
= “7 order of Mr Justice Gorell Barnes, dated May 29, 1897 
id FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Judgments Reserved. 
(Final List.) 


Trinder, Anderson, & Cov Thames & Mersey Marine Insce Co app of 
dfts from judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated July 23, 1897, at trial 
without a jury, Middlesex (c.a.v. Feb 9) 

Same v North Queensland Insce Co ld ‘app of dfts from judgt of Mr. 
Justice Kennedy, dated July 23, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex 
(c.a.v. March 23) 

Same v Weston, Crocker, & ors app of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Kennedy, dated July 23, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex 
(c.a.v. March 23) 

The Westport Coal Co ld v McPhail app of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Kennedy, dated July 23, 1897, at trial with special jury, Middlesex, 
by order (c.a.v. March 23) 

Allen & ors v White & Co ld app of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice 
a dated Aug 5, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex (c.a.v. 

an 29) 

Thomson v White app of plt from judgt of Mr. Justice Mathew, dated 
August 5, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex (ca v March 25) 
Attorne i v The Rev H Beech & W Beech (Revenue) app of defts 
tom} gt of Baron Pollock & Mr Justice Ridley, dated July 28, 1897 

(cav March 29) . 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(New Trial Paper.) 

Marks v Frogley & ors appln of defts (other than Frogley) for judgt or 
new trial on appeal from verdict & judgt, dated Jan 22, 1898, at trial 
before Mr Justice Kennedy & special jury, Middlesex (c a v March 30) 

FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
For Hearing. 


(Final List.) 
1897. 
Aktiebolaget tor v Dairy Outfit Co, 1d app of plts from judgt of 
pe a right, dated April 12, 1897, without a jury, Middlesex 
y 


The Badische Anilin & Soda Fabrik v La Societe Chimique des Usines, 
&c appof plts from jdgt of Mr Justice Wills, dated Aug 7, 1897, at trial 
without a jury, Middlesex Oct 2 

Carter v Clough app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated Aug 
6, 1897, at trial without a jury, York Nov 10 

Nicholson v Fisher app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Bruce, dated 
Nov 1, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Nov 15 

United Flexible Metallic Tubing Uo ld v Allen & Sons app of dfts from 

of Mr — Channell, dated Nov 5, 1897, at trial without ajury, 
ov 

Cummins v Smith app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, dated 
July 21, 1897, at trial without a jury Nov 18 

Passingham v King app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated 
Nov 13, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Nov 22 

Reis v MacCallum app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated 

ov 10, 1897, at trial, &¢ Nov 24 

ite v Turnbull, Martin, & Co app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice 
nee dated Nov 16, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex 

ov 

The Colne Fishing Co & The Mayor, &c. of The Boro’ of Colchester v 
ore &anr app of plts from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, dated Oct 
26, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Nov 25 

The Mersey Docks & Harbour Board v R Hunter, Craig, & Co app of 
dfts from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, dated Nov 13, 1897, at trial 
without a jury, Middlesex Nov 27 


FROM THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION 
(ADMIRALTY). ‘ 


For Hearing. 
(With Nautical Assessors.) 
1898. 


The pe ia 568 & 571 (constd) damage Owners of the 
ss Isle of Dursey v R J Francie and A Erant app of pits from judgt of 
the president, dated Jan 27, 1898 Feb9 

The Pampa—1897—Folio 306 (damage) Owners of Lip 
< — app of dfts from judgt of the President, 

e 

Provencel—1897—Folios 410 & 413 (damage) Owners of Abyssinian & 
ors v ‘I'he Owners of the Provencal app of ptfs from jdgt of the Presi- 
dent, dated Feb 8,189g Feb 24 

Toward—1898—Folio 18 (damage) 
Owners of Toward and freight 


& ors v Owners 
ted Feb 2, 1898 


Owners of Robert Adamson & ors v 
app of dfts from jdgt of Mr Justice 


_ Gorell Barnes, dated March 4, 1898 March 19 





FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(New Trial Paper.) 
1897. 

Gomersall vy Davies app of dft for judgt or new trial on app from verdict 
& judgt, dated Aug 2, 1897, at trial before Mr Justice Wright and 
common jury, Leeds Oct 23 

Whitfield v Bishop Auckland Urban District Council appln of dfts for 
judgt or new trial on “pp from verdict and judgt, dated Nov 19, 1897, 
at trial before Mr. Justice Wright and special jury, Durham Dec 3 

Sutherst v Hess appln of plt for judgt or new trial on app from verdict 
& judgt, dated Feb 10, 1898, at trial before The Lord Chief Justice and 
special jury, Middlesex Feb 23 

Barrington v The London & Westminster Loan and Discount Co ld 
appln of pit for judgt or new trial on app from yerdict & judgt, dated 
Feb 23, 1898, at a before Mr Justice Darling and common jury, 
Middlesex Feb 2 

Lamond v Taylor appln of plt for judgt or new trial on app from verdict 
& judgt, dated Feb 23, 1898, at trial before Mr Justice Darling and 
common jury, Middlesex March 4 

Kidner v Stevens appln of plt for judgt or new trial on app from verdict 
& judgt, dated Jan 24, 1898, at trial before Mr Justice Bigham with a 
jury, Somersetshire March 5 

Repper v Cramlington Coal Cold appln of defts for judgt or new trial 
on app from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 24, 1898, at trial before Mr 
Justice Ridley and common jury, Newcastle March 7 

British Empire Type Setting Machine ld & ors v —- Co ld appa 
of dfts for jdgt or new trial on app from verdict and jdgt, dated Feb 
28, 1898, at trial before the Lord Chief Justice and special jury, Middle- 
sex March 7 

Buss v Allen & Sons appn of ptfs from jdgt or new trial on app from 
verdict and jdgt, dated March 24, 1898, at trial before Mr Justice Day 
and special fo Middlesex March 30 

Eduards v London General Omnibus Cold appn of ptf for jdgt or new 
trial on — verdict and jdgt, dated March 25, 1898, at trial before 
Mr Justice Day and special jury, Middlesex March 31 

Hughes v Cooksey & anr app of B Oookeey for jdgt or new trial on 
app from verdict and jdgt, dated March 23, 1898, at trial before Mr 
Justice Bruce and common jury, Middlesex April 4 

Croft & anr v Beck & anr appn of dftsfor jdgt or new trialon app from 
verdict and jdgt dated March 19, 1898, at trial before Mr Justice 
Kennedy and special jury, Birmingham April 4 

Grove v Buluwayo Estate & Trust Co ld appn of dfts for jdgt or new 
trial on app from verdict and jdgt, dated March 29, 1898, at trial before 
Mr Justice Darling and common jury, Middlesex April 5 

Boaler v Aylward appn of ptf in person for jdgt or new trial on app 
from verdict and judgt, dated , at trial before Mr. 
Justice Mathew and special jury, Middlesex April 7 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
{In Bankruptcy.) 


1898. 
In re Young (expte The Trustee) against a refusal by Mr Registrar 
Linklater upon the appln of the Trustee to make an order to set aside a 
part of the income or pension of the debtor for the benefit of the 


creditors in the bankruptcy 
In re Bertie, Lady Mary fexpte The Debtor) against a receiving order 
made by Mr Registrar Giffard, dated March 24, 1898 


In re Hartmont (expt2 The Debtor) against a receiving order made by 
Mr Registrar Hope on April 1, 1898 

In re Cronmire (expte the Trustee) against an order of Mr Justice 
Wright, made on Feb 19, 1898, admitting the proof of debt of Alfred 
Edward Waud to rank as a claim against the estate of the said Cronmire 


for the full amount 
FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 


Lumsden v Burnett (Crown side) 
& Lawrance, dated Jan 27, 1898 

The Royal College of Music & ors, —_~ v The United Vestry of the 
Parishfof St Margaret and St John the Evangelist, Westminster, & ors, 
respts (Crown side) app of the United Vestry from order of Justices 
Hawkins and Channel], dated Dec 14, 1897 March 1 

Hess v Labouchere app of plt from order of Mr Justice Bruce, dated 
March 9, 1898 March 15 

The Queen vLyon & ors (Crown side) app of H R Carter from order of 
Justices Wright & Dariing, dated March 3, 1898 (not before April 21) 
March 15 

Reynolds & aur v McNicoll app of dft from order of Mr Justice 

rantham, dated March 12, 1898 (security ordered) March 22 

Lowndes v Cathcart Oathcart v Walker Smith v Cathcart Pegg v 
Cathcart app of Mrs Cathcart from order of Mr Justice Grantham, 
dated March 23, 1898 March 25 

The London & North Western 5 bes v Donnellan (Crownside) app of 

, dft from an order of Justices Wrigkt & Darling, dated March 15, 1898 

March 25 . 

The London & North Western & Great Western Ry Cos v Billington ld 
(Crown side) app of dfts from order of Justices Wright & Darling, 
dated March 18, 1898 March 25 


1897. 
“pp of plt from order of Justices Day 
eb 14 











ou SS Se 
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Watson & Co, 1d vy Cameron app of dft F B Cameron from order of Mr. 
Justice Grantham, dated March 15, 1898 March 31 

P Lodge v The Mayor, Aldermen & B of the Boro’ of Hudders- 
field (Crown side) app of respts from order of the Lord Chief Justice 
and Mr. Justice Ridley, dated April 1, 1898 A 2 

Riedierger v Heyl app of dft from order of Mr Justice Grantham, dated 
April 1, 1898 April 4 

Dickenson v Thomas app of dft from order of Mr Justice Grantham, 
dated March 30,1898 April 4 

Nicholson v London & Paris Exchange, ld app of dfts from order of Mr 
Justice Grantham, dated March 21, 1898 A 6 
N.B.—The above List contains Chancery, Palatine, and Queen’s Bench 

Final and Interlocutory Appeals set down to April 7, 1898, inclusive. 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY - DIVISION. 
Easter Srrries, 1898. 
Notices relating to the Chancery Cause List. 


Motions, Petitions, and Short Causes will be taken on the usual days 
stated in the Easter Sittings Paper, with the following exceptions, viz. : 

Mr. Justice North.—In consequence of Mr. Justice North sitting for the 
disposal of his lordship’s own witness list, from Tuesday, April 26,' 
until Saturday, May 7 (inclusive), his lordship’s motions and unopposed 
petitions will be taken by Mr. Justice Romer—that is to say, motions 
on Thursday, April 28, and Thursday, May 5; unopposed petitions on 
Saturday, April 30, and Saturday, May 7. If witmess actions can be taken 
on any days other than those above appointed, due notice will be given. 

Mr. Justice Stirling.—In consequence of Mr, Justice Stirling sitting for 
the disposal of his lordship’s own witnéss list, from Tuesday, May 10 
until Saturday, May 21 (inclusive), his lordship’s motions and unop 
petitions during that time will be taken by Mr. Justice Kekewich— 
that is to say, motions and unopposed petitions on Thursday, May 12, 
and Thursday, May 19. 

Mr. Justice Kekewich.—The order of business before Mr. Justice Keke- 

wich will be as stated on the sittings Py ys Actions for trial with wit- 
nesses will be taken on Tueeday, April 26, and continued until the end 
of the following week. They will also be taken at other times. Notice 
will be given in the Daily Cause List. 
- Mr. Justice Romer.— Witness actions will be commenced on Wedneeday, 
a 20. In consequence of Mr. Justice Romer sitting for the disposal 
of his lordship’s own witness list, from Tuesday, May 10, until Saturday, 
May 21 (inclusive), his lordship’s motions and unopposed petitions during 
that time will be taken by Mr. Justice North—that is to say, motions on 
Thursday, May 12, and Thursday, May 19; unop petitions on Satur- 
day, May 14, and Saturday, May 21. When the witness list is being 
taken, further considerations will not be taken on the Tuesday. 

Mr. Justice Byrne will take witness actions every day in the order as 
they stand in his lordship’s cause book. 

Liverpool and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Byrne will take Liver- 
pool and Manchester business as follows : 

1. Motions, short causes, petitions, and adjourned summonses on every 
other Friday, commencing with Friday, April 22. 

2. Summonses in chambers will be taken on every other Saturday, com- 
mencing with Saturday, April 23. 

Summonses before the judge in chambers.—Justices North, Stirling, 
Kekewich, and Romer will sit in court the whole day on every Monday 
during the sittings to hear chamber summonees. 

Summonees adjourned into court will be taken (subject to the witness 
l'st) as follows: Mr. Justice North on the days stated in the Easter 
Sittin :s paper, and on Fridays and Saturdays; Mr. Justice Stirling, with 
non-witness actions; Mr. Justice Kekewich on Fridays as stated in the 
Easter Sittings paper ; Mr. Justice Romer, with non-witness actions, except 
procedure summonses, which (if any) are taken every Saturday, and also 
on otber days as the judges may direct. 


Chancery Causes for Trial or Hearing. 
(Set down to April 7, 1898, inclusive.) 
Before Mr. Justice Norru. Dyke v Allman act 





Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Collins v Woodfield act 
Goode v Higgs act restored 
Hunt v Worsfold act 
Attenborough v Jay act 
Frewen v The Exploration Co, ld 
act & mf j 
Trower v Radcliffe act& mf j 
Radcliffe v Trower act (transferred 
from Kekewicb, J) advanced by 
order 
Batthyany vSykes act 
Chillingworth v Chambers act 
Blaiberg v Taylor act & mf j 
Hay v Gore act 
In re Dawson Leagev Job act 
The Llangollen rban District 
Council vy Best act (not before 


May 1) 

The Howard Football Syndicate 1d 
vSykes act 

- & Grunhut v Crozier & Co 





Collins v Jones act 

Crampton v Carus-Wilson act 

ps Tey es act & m fj 

Hallows v Anderson act 

London County Council v London 
Tramways Cold act 

Turner v Stanley act 

Judd v Byrne act 

Rapley v Futvoye, Field, & Baker 
act 


In re Chester Chester v Chester 


act 
The Pneumatic Rubber Stamp Co 
ld v Lindner act 
Foster v Wagstaffe act 
In re Ehrhardt’s Patent, No 3,116 
3 § 1891 petn entered in Witness 
t 
Lord Iveagh v Davies act 
Massingberd v Massingberd act 
Spurgeon v Keddie act 
oltv May act 
vi act 





The Lea Conservancy Board v Lon- 
don Agency ld act & counter- 


Cook v Suart (1897—C—500) act 
Same v. Same (1897—C—501) act 


F C Calvert & Co v D Calvert & Co |. 


act 
Kilner v Taylor act and counter- 
claim 


Woodward v Darley & Cumberland 
act 
Moran v Raby act 


‘| Boileau v Heath act 


Octopus ld v Harding & Co act 
Hiscock vy Lackenby act 

Bilton v Woodbridge act 

Bovril, 1d v Bouillon Fleet, ld act 
Same v MacSymons’ Stores, ld act 
Same v McBirnie act 

Same v Evans act 

Same v Shaw act 

Same vJ P Evans &Co act 
Pierce vy Weston act 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses). 

Watson v Bewes act 

Girling v Gir act 

Trustee of J Corderoy v Mat- 
thews act & motn for judgt 


Adjourned summonses. 

In re Paget Swaine v Kenrick 

In re Chamberlain Hogan v Cock- 
erell (restored) 

In re Russell Literary, &c, Institu- 
tion Figgins v Baghino pt hd 

In re Broughall Shackleton v 
Smith 

In re Reina Frost v Lucas 

In re Lambe Lambe v Lambe 

oe — Republic 7. La Com- 

ranco- Belge, 

In re Garrard James v Gregg 

In re A Turner & Sons, gent, & 
(expte C A M Kremer) taxation 

In re Same (expte A L Kremer) 
taxatio 


mn 
In re Meredith Stone v Meredith 
In re Broderick Goldson v Brod- 


rick 
In re Charrington Charrington v 
Charrington 
In re Heath, Parker & Brett, solors 
&c (to vary certificate) 
In re Simpson Ramsay v Oxley 
Inre Vernall & Bentwick & V & P 
Act, 1874 
Further Considerations. 


In re Todd Todd v Moseley fur | Rogers 


con adjd from chambers and 
adjdsumns pt hd 

Chillingworth v Chambers 2nd 
fur con and adjd sumns pt hd 

In re Cocker Holcombe v Hol- 
‘combe fur con 

In re Tottenham Tottenham v 
Tottenham fur con adjd from 
chambers 

In re Hampson Hurst v Hampson 
fur con 


Before Mr. Justice Strrruia. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Woodhead v Woodhead act 
British Motor Syndicate ld v British 
Motor Carriage and Cycle Cold 
act ( 8s to be delivered) 





eee es | 


Jenkins v Jenkins act and counter- 


claim 
In re Taylor Atkinson v Lord act 
&mfj (set down by order—s o 
one month after depositions filed) 
Lovely v Fotheringham act 
Calvert v The Murchison United 
Gold Mines ld act & counter- 


claim 
Presto Gear Case & Oom 





Maude v Salt, Sons & Co ld act 
to be delivered) 


D.R.) 
ick v Hawse act without 
(set down by order) 
The Life Interest & 


Securities Corpn 1d v Hand-in- 
Hand Fire & Life Insce Soo 


The Vacuum Oil Co v Hollway 
act 


Coates vDanes act & mf j 
Halford v Lewinsohn act 


Wher Gold ect "(Trinity Sittings? 
t 

Lennox v Peters act , 
McLeod v Power act for triul 


(against dft J Power) 
Electric Oonstruction Co ld v 
Parker act 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses) 

and Adjourned Summonses. 

In re Ing Lawes’ Chemical 
Manure Oo Id v Ingham adjd 
sumns (second day in Sittings) 

Padgett v Todd act &mf j 

Young v Gaby case 

In re Keeble & Stilwell’s Flettons 
Brick Oo and V & P Act, 1874 


adjd sumns 
In re J J Faulkner, a solr, &c adjd 


sumns 

In re Budd & Marcus’ Contract & 
V & P Act, 1874 adjd sumns 

In re A Webster Webster v Rob- 
inson adjd sumns 

In re Mead Mead v Smith adjd 


sumns 
In re Smith Smith v Selway adjd 


sumns 
In re Scowcroft Ormrod v Wil 
adjd sumns ; 
v Clark adjd sums 
In re Yeo Hawkins v Yeo adjd 
sums 





Before Mr. Justice Kexewicn. 


Lord Hawke v Wright act (res- 
tored head of list by order) pt hd 

Dominion Bre Co, ld v Foster 
act & counter claim (restored) 

Hoe & Co v Foster & Sons act 


me 


Wi v act 
ee a = ot veal tor 
y order) pit 
ir Wilson dead 


Beale vy Honess act (not before 


Ma 
Wiltinen v land act (not 


before Trini ittings) 

gage linen 
act ‘ore May 

Brooks v Middlemore act 

wee v The Normanby Brick Oo 


act 
Wallis v Barnard act 
Davies v Croucher act 
Ecclesiastical Commrs for England 
v Earl of Ducie act 
Remus & Temler v H Stevenson & 


ponents Sons act 
Co av gee baci Ms Mayor, &c of Gloucester 
ac j é . . 
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In re Walker Walker v Smith 


act 
The Denton Fovumetc Tye: Oo ia 
v New Ixion Tyre & Cycle Co ld 
act 


Brain v Sydney & Crump Meadow 
Collieries Cold act 


Carr v Jackson act 


Causes for Trial (Without Wit- 
nesses). 

Burn v Warner mf j 

Inre Crampton Crampton y Town- 
end act (evidence not complete) 

Dixon v Wyatt act 

Van Belleghem v Jeffery m f j 
short 


Adjourned Summonses. 
Rusgell v Elers adjdsumns pthd 
(s o May 3) 
Lillie v Hutchison adjd sumns 
In re Suarez Deves v Nichols adjd 


sumns 

In re Freake Murdoch v Freake 
adjd sumns 

In re Protheroe & Phillips & V & 
P 1874 adjd sumns 

In re ard ard v Holme 
adjd sumns 

In re Sir H Edwards Sooby v 
Elliot id sumns 

Weeks v Kent, Sussex, &c. 

Land Soc ld adjd sumns 


Further Considerations. 
New Zealand’s Minerals Co ld v 
Touzeau & 


Before Mr. Justice Romer. 
Causes for Trial (With Witnesses). 
Hutchinson v t act pthd 


t of West 
London Peony rer v Staines 


33 
sec 
i 
: 

° 


gat 
He 
i 
& 
8 
A 
E 
s 


m thout plead- 
26) 


& counter- 


tHE 
4 
rf 

ie 


act 
v Beresford 
Manchester, Sheffield, 
Electric, &c, 
Preston v Bonney 


Bonney act pt hd 
yadi sein Ghilid for 


Sirens 
ale 
a rl 





Causes for Trial. 
(Without Witnesses and Adjourned 
Summonses.) 

In re Henderson Henderson v 

Henderson adj sumns (one dft 


dead) 

In re Stratford Malcolm v Strat- 
ford adjd sumns (not before 
April 23) 

Faber v Earl of Westmorland act 


&m fj 
Inre Norris Norrisvy Norris adjd 


smns 

In re the tered Trade Mark 
Nos 27,850 and 72,790 of John 
Batt & Co, and Patents, & Acts 
motn entered in non witness list 
by order 

In re the Appin of W H Dannett & 
aur ( ng as James Garter & 
Co, and also as Carters) for the 
Registration ofa Trade Mark, No 
207,397, and Patents, &c Acts 
motn entered in non- witness list 
by order 


Further Considerations. 
In re Cotton Buckell v Cotton 
fur con (restored) 
Perks v Shepherd furcon 


Before Mr. Justice Waicur. 
(Sitting as an additional Judge of 
the Chancery Division.) 
Motions. 

‘Companies (Winding-up). 

W Brock & Son ld (transfer pro- 


ceedings) 

African Landed Estates Co ld (for 
discharge of order dated June 21, 
1894, as regards applicant) 

Tondon & General Bank 1d (to com- 
pel attendance of witness) 

London & West of England Con- 
tract Co ld (leave to issue writ of 
attachment) 

Colonial Debenture Corpn ld (vary 
order refusing public exmn) 

Ormonde Gymnastic Club, ld (for 
leave to issue writ of attachment) 

Southern Counties Deposit Bank, ld 
(to appoint liquidator) 

International Commercial Co ld (for 
committal) 

—_ & General Bank, ld (com- 
mit 

Veuve Monnier et ses Fils, ld (to 
enforce delivery of accounts) 





Chancery Division. 
Black v Williams & Victoria Steam- 
boat Assocn, 1d (delivery up of 
possession) 


Companies (Winding-up). 
Petition 


ons. 
Joseph Bull, Sons, & Co, ld (petn 
of M T Shaw & Co 


Glamor, Central Permanent 
Benefit Building Soc (petn of the 

Industrial Securities Investment 
Co. ld (petn of E A Hamblyn) 

Bidasoa Ky & Mines, ld (petn of F 


Thorn) 
Woolley Coal son Ea tn of York- 


shire Ba , Id) 
(petn of A Wit- 


Eastern Counties Bacon Factory ld 
= of Lalor and Kindersley) 

Otis Steel Co ld " of L Relton) 

G & 8S Bracknell ld (petn of The 
Continental Bottle Uo) 

South Kent Water Co (petn of J. 
Oakes & Co 

Pontypridd Improvements Co ld 

of P J Dunn & ors) 

Goodwins, Jardine & Co ld (petn of 

The Industrial and General Trust 


ld 
Moore Bros & Cold ioe of Nichol- 
son, Sons, & ) 





Chancery Division. 
Societe Vinicole de ld (pin 
of Co and shareholders to rescind 
resolutions) 
Steamship Cold & re- 
duced (ptn of Co) 
Wrexham Market Hal! Cold (mem- 
<i of association—petn of 


Investment Corpa ld & re- 
duced (petn of Co) 
Carnarvonshire & Merionethshire 
Co ld and reduced 
(petn of 


) 

London Union Land Oo ld & re- 
duced (petn of Co for reduction 
of capital 

York ing Co ld (memo- 
randum of association—petn of 


Co) 
Crystal Palace C- ld & re- 
uced Se of co for reduction of 
Bereng & Co ld & reduced (petn of 
redu ° 
co for reduction of capital 


” Court = , 
m, ( ding-¥P ‘ 
Lands Allotment Co 1d« (taxation 
of bill) 
London and General Bank 1d {for 
leave to make a set off) 


Odell ld (on claim) 
ah Investors’ Asscn,ld (on 


claim) 

Peabody Gold Mining Corpn, Id (as 
to construction o thirty-ninth 
Article of Association) 

Coolgardie Consolidated Gold Mines 
ld (to vary list of contributories) 

Same (Same) 

Bonara Italian Steel & Tin Plate 
Manufac Co ld (for mis- 
feasance) witnesses 

Lindsay’s Extended (East) Gold 
Mines ld (on claim) 

London & Westminster Contract 
Corpn Id (on claim) 

White Feather United Gold Mines 
ld (on claim) 

Marble (Moreau Rae) Syndicate 1d 
(to reverse decision of Official 
Receiver rejecting proof) 

New Travellers” Chambers ld {pre- 
liminary objections) 

Same (for stay 

New agin ank of The River 
ele ‘a to interests on deposit 
receipts 

Auriferous Properties 1d (as to set 


Newmarket Breweries & White 
Hart Hotel Co ld (for balance 

ot aoe witnesses . 
uth Beach Land uilding 
Corpn Id (to vary list) 

George G Rutty ld (to remove 
Liquidator) 


Chancery Division. 
Stubber v T Daniel & Co ld (for 


sale) 
Same v Same (for leave to cross- 
examine 


Same v Same (declare dividend) 
Same v Same (for discovery) 


Before Mr Justice Gorsii 
Barngs 
(Sitting as an additional judge of 
the C Di 
Transferred for trial or hearing by 


orders dated January 3lst and 
February 22nd, 1898. 
Causes for 


(With Witnesses) 
Heideman v Smokeless Powder Oo 
ld act (stand over on question 
Teyiond vy Twyford act 
v 
Dessau v Grueber 


act 
Vestry of St Battersea v 
County of Lenin sak Sewh 


Provincial Electric Lighting Oo 
act (pt hd by the Right Hon Sir 
F H Jeune, President) 
Hetley v Webber act (stand over 
—leave to amend by order) 
Ingram v Langley act 
ae ay v Sunbary-on-Thames 
rban District Council act 
Hauteuville v Hauteuville act and 
counter claim (not before April 


26) 
Barrett v Barrett act 
De Young v Chandler act and 
counter claim 
The Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co 
ld v Stone act 
Blaiberg v Mear act & mf j 
Pretcher v ‘New Rio Tinto Copper 
Edison “3 Bell. Pho h Corpn ld 
; mograp n 
v Rigg act sd 
The Incandescent Gas Light Co ld 
v New Incandescent (Sunlight 
Patent) Gas Lighting Cold act 
Inman v Bishop Inman v G Scott 
& Co act (consolidated) 
tT & 13,443 of 1880, granted * 
/ 9, to 
Carl her potn en- 


In re Hattersley & Jackson’s 
Patent, No 22,928 of 1895, & 
petn entered in witness list 

Garstin (trading &c) v Stafford 
act 


—_—— 


Before Mr. Justice Branz, 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses) 
Dean v Sercombe, Son, & Co act 

(not before May 10) 
7 v Link act (Trinity 
i 


) 
Mi Ry Co v Topliss act 
ward 


Stevenson v Har act (not 
before May 24) 

In re Marriott, Marriott v Marriott 
act (not before a ae 
Bartlett v Spiking & act (not 

before June 24) 


ad Swann act (Cambridge 


Ellison v Fawcett act 
Haigh v Coltman & Baker act 
vite v Mayor, & of Morley 


Mytton v Evans act 

Teaacs v Towell act 

Williamson v Haggas act 

The Home & Colonial Stores ld v 
World’s Tea Co act 

Brickwell v Faldo act 

Hipkins & Son v Plant act 

L de Rothschild v Miles act 

In re Hughes, Faber v Gye act 

In re Lucas, Govettv Lucas act & 
two third-party notices of dt 

B an t 
rown Vv ac 

Lyons v Oakshette act 
ackett v Gingell, Son, & Co act 


Abrahams v Partridge act set 
oclodiatical Oot 
Commrs for England 
act 


v 
Stepney v Berry ‘Port & Gwond 
yv ‘ort wend- 
reath V: Ry Oo act 
Pellow v Ohrly act 
Seedy Meshetne ost 
v rew ac 
Lake v Archer Burton act 
Samuel v Gibbon act (restored 
after master’s certificate) 
—— ng v Nash act (Liverpool 





) 
Wright v Tompson act (re-entered 
| by order Feb 24, 1808) 
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THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


Agel 5 2teume. © Ss hop ad, Houms eared a £150, wih 
pe 1 oe ; om 

April ies WW one he ng | Prechsta 1 at 

ig Residence with stables, old Se cll eolaenel anion 

by et. T nore, with 79 acres of grazing 5 ae a ee Leek thee 


acres. 
advertisements, April 16, p. 3.) 
RESULT OF SALE. 
Messrs. H. B. Fostzn & Crarvisup ‘~ * their usual fetal aboot Reversions, 


&c., at the Mart, E.C., on Thursday last. The was the AnsotuTse 
eT Censor bey a Residuary pa By Dock, 

and Corpera‘ of th — <= estimated of £41, receivable on 
Seceaee e aiety enol eb. weche interset wrest realized £5,930, 


To One-third of Freeholis of the the poeaas vines ot Semone : 
on decease of survivor of lady aged 34 and a gentleman aged 30 Sold 1,310 
REVERSION 
To Two One-sixteenth Shares of about £2,700; lixyp pgedl 71, <9, and 


BOTAL | Acai HALL: 
wo Stalls . ; 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Farvay, April 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIBS. 
Laorsp m Caayomsr. 

“ Avon” nee mee wig Red before Hoy S, tnd 
their and addresses, and pans 3 or claims, ‘obn Alfred 
Batterfield Haseal, 6, Lord st, Liverpoo 

Consouipatep Investusnt Co, Lix =n required, on or before Ma: to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Urbane Page, 3, Coleman st 

MortGaGe axp Sxoveiries Co, Lrarrep—Creditors are required, on or before Tuesday, 
ee eee earns ee, resses, and the 
to William Barclay Peat, 3, Lothbury. Chapple, 

London Gaszette.—Torspay, April 19. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIBS. 
Luarsp m Caawczry. 


Aisgy Woop Woot. eae pg ee gy Co, Linrrsp—Petn for wistieg w. prented doe 
16, Soested f2 ® be heard ete "B® lowe Son, 3, ne pk = —_- 
- Rim, — of pearing a waz Ary 6 o’clock 
MR arse. ~ sree Co, a (ie ys poe ~— on or before 
31, to send their names and addresses, and or 
Donald McMillan, 11 and 12 Clement’s ar oir 


Be eS ae eee 
and addresses, ies ed eae 
Peat, 3, Lothbury ogg Say Fy Threpnortn sors 


9 bg a 2 for wi 
Morten & © & Co, +> ry ly for oo sr Nokis of ap of 
6 o’clock in 


4 2 triste 


be heard 
tment, directed yon a Devetoruert Co, Lunrsp—Petn for pie presented 
to be heard on on Wednesday, April 27, at 10.30 Foster & Go, 15, Fins- 


baum solos fr fhe —=—_——~—_ ee 


Liscarp Sutrrrxe Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 7, to send their 
names and and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John 
a, 41, North John-street, Liverpool. Wright " 


& 
nit ees Oe ee eee uired, on or before May 30, to send their 
nd addresses, and the \e particulars of debts or pie 
Sykes, Boothill, nr Batley. & Sons, 
Saitine Sarr “ Eviesueas” ng + tage Fon are 


81, to send their names and addresses, and 


Geo Croshaw, 116, Fenchurch st. net nea 
Sentivet Sucr-Sroprixe A Fire 8 
pape Damage 01, UTOMATIC py en iene ssoueaet, 
yen arthur 3 Jones, 15; Haseington ot, Livespeo! pa is 
Sournery Star 2 ne Sane agen gd Pog’ or before 
their names and the particulars of their debts or an 
Edward William Feligate, 64, New Bread ot 
Tame te, —_- itors are = Me Rp a Ry yt BT 8 
names and addresses, e their debts or claims, to Alexander 
Harrison, 20, Bucklersbury. pajuiclats of ther debts or claim, to “Alexander James 
‘Warn 8rivertox Exrexpep Gotp Mnaxo Co, Lunrzp—Creditors ane partons. an ot 
jody yt ay their names and addresses, and the particulars of debts or 


Ustmairep m CHarczry. 


Krxostoy-vrox-Huit Gas Liaut Co—Creditors are required to send sie 78 
their claims or demands to Frederick Arthur Scott, 22, Parliament st, Hi May 31 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Hanpote Farenp-tx-Nexp Bexerrr Society, Schoolroom, Ni April 13. 
Onuexirx Lonp Netsox Tontint Farexpty Society, ‘Windmill , Ormskirk, Lancs 








Warnine va) wg en — Penge AnD Lesszrs.—Before pur- 
chasing <0 7am a es ave the Sanii 
Rete und spared on by ae Rape fee Memes Oe 
Does, 65, ’ Victoria-street, Westminster. 
particulars. 


Fee quoted receipt of full 
(Established 21 years.)--[Apvr.] 5 


CREDITORS’ NOTICES, 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram, 

London Gasette.—Faioay, April 15. 
Buasewirz, Matitpa Susan, Fulham Mayi4 Speechly & Co, 1, New inn, Strand 
Booxsze, Rosrar Aurasp, Cheltenham June 13 Winterbothams & Gurney, Cheltenham 
Cotues, Jonx, Burnley June1 Creeke & Son, Burnley 
Fisuze, Evizasern Cortaxp, Oxford May28 Walsh & Son, Oxford 
Gnapwet, Eves, Bolton July? Whitaker, Lancaster pl 
Hauowp, Henny, Jermyn st May 31 Speechly &Co, New inn, Strand 
Havonrtox, Lieut-Colonel Jonx, Fort Lockhart, North West Frontier, India June i 


F ‘Warner, 
Suousnen, Gomes, Catan May 23 Moodie & Son, Basinghall avenue 


Emsovrx, Wr1tam, East Dulwich May 24 Wright, Victoria st 
Lewrox, Joux, Eynesbury, Hunts May 10 Butler & Wilkinson, St Neots 
Mantis, Avice, Prestwich, Lancs May7 Grundy & Co, Manchester 
Pars, Joux, sen, Wakefield, Corn Miller June1 Turner & Turner, Leeds 

Pars, Jouw, jun, Wakefield June1 Turner & Turner, Leeds 
Pars, Tomas, Leeds June 1 Turner & Turner, Leeds 
Pars, Witu1am, Holbeck, Leeds June1 Turner & Turner, Leods 


cot lens ts mock Cokes dwt May 28 Crossman 
Power, Joszrn, , Wilts, Boot Warehouseman May 1 Whitehead, Salisbury 
Ranaznz, Many Ayn, Herbert rd, Stockwell May 12 Shalless, Ingram ct, Fenchurch st 


Suernanp, Jawes, Hatton, Derby, Farmer May2? Small & Talbot, Burton on Trent 

Sxivwez, Aricz, Birmingham June? Wright & Marshall, Birmingham 

Staines, Bexsaminx, Bromley by Bow June? Haynes, West st, Finsbury pavement 

Starxton, Joun, Chertsey, Surrey, Upholsterer April 26 Paine & Brettell, Chertsey 

Tuomas, Witttam Fexemax, Waterloo rd, Licensed Victualler May 15 Rubinstein, 

Watsn, Axx, Tubney, nr Abingdon, Berks; May 31 Walsh & Walsh, Oxford 

Wetton, Water, Wandsworth, Licensed Victualler May 81 Sandom & Co, Deptford 

Wesrueap, Mancus Brows, Worcester May 14 Bates & Jellicorse, Manchester 

Wurtz, Gronas, Sideup, Kent May17 Mafchant & Co, College st, Cannon st 

Wisor, Janz, Burtonwood, Lancs May 9 Worsley, Warrington 

Witsow, Watrer, Shipley, Bridgnorth, Salop, Farmer April 25 Neve & Co, Wolver- 
— London Gazetie.—Toursvay, April 19. 

Asnrox, Taomas, Didsbury, Lancs May 28 Cunliffes & Greg, Manchester 

Ave ine, Evzayon Marx, Sydenham May16 Crosse & Sons, Lancaster pl, Strand 

Battzy, Henry, East Retford, Notts May 28 Mee & Co, Retford 

Bourum, Wituram, Rugby May18 Wratislaw & Thompson, Rugby 

Cuzrssroven, E:teyx, Leeds Junel1 Bailey, Leeds 

Cuvurcurt, the Rey Exzxezen Batxey, Tattershall, Lincoln June 18 Clitheroe & Son, 


Cresr £t, Cuances Eowanp, Lille, France May 16 Crosse & Sons, Lancaster pl, Strand 
Dioxrmsox, Jane, Leigh, Lancs May 14 Marsh & Oo, Leigh 

Frost, Exizanttu, Bland rd, Lavender hill May 16 Willcocks, New inn, Strand 
Giazzsroox, Jouxn Kxow.es, Chester June 4 Page, Manchester 

Goop, Joszrn, Hackney rd May 31 G & W Webb, New Broad st 

Menow, Anessa Many, Southwick st, Cambridge sq May 31 Bircham & Co, Parlia- 


Hator, Georax, Manchester June4 Page, Manchester 

Heprrox, Tuomas, Liverpool May 16 Laces & Co, Liverpool 

Homes, Wititam, Cressage, Salop, Innkeeper May 9 Sprott & Morris, Shrewsbury 
Hovanrtox, Tixoray, Bury, Licensed Victualler May7 Bull, Bury 

Jonpan, Euma, Rhyl, Fliot May12 Gamlin & Williams, Rhyl 

Keguine, Joseru, Wolstanton, Stafford, Earthenware Manufacturer May 20 Boulton’ 


Burs 
Kewx, Ara sevxa, Scarborough May 12 Watts & Co, Scarborough 
Kwi¢8T, Witiiam Francis, Shrewsbury May 31 Burton, Birmingham 
Leaxe, Janez, Bilton, Harrogate April 25 Gilling & Raworth, Harrogate 
Laster, Coartes Wi1i114m Liorp, Stratford on Avon Mayil4 Jobson, Dudley 
Lisgrty, Atrrep, Addlestone, Surrey May 31 Liberty 
Masurrez, Wit11au, Romford, Essex May 16 Crosse & Sons, Lancaster pl, Strand 
Mrapows, Joux, Wine Merchant, Hove, Sussex June 15 Macaulay & Bennett, 
Morzisox, Atraep, Carlton House ter May 27 Ashurst & Oo, Throgmorton avnue 
Muwrens, Sesurn, Upger Teiiaginn sf, Eatiowsy May 16 Hunters & Haynes, New sq, 
Lincoln’s 
O’Dowmny, Axortins, Kensington Park grdas May 16 Woodcock & Co, Bloomsbury 
Peansox, W1t111m, Woodhouse, York May 238 Kesteven, Sheffield 
Pou.isrm, Fasperick Howarp, Crowborough, Sussex May 20 Atkinson & Dresser 
Saxsncon, Exus, Walsall May 10 Arnold & Gon, Birmingham 
Suanx, Jonx, Lewisham May 31 Morten & Co, Newgate st 
Suanr, Mancaner, Hermitage, nr Lancaster April30 Sharp & Son, Lancaster 
Srrurt, Roz err, Polestead, Suffolk, Farmer May 9 Grimwade, Hadleigh 
Goanen, Jenn Susvnsen, Shaye Gam, Cigeiias May 19 Stanley & Co, Theo- 
W attac Joux Oo Wyvern Westoe, Durham, Marine Paint Manufacturer May 31 


Waran Penis, Veshenn Desk,” ay 20 Wiliott & Crawley, Verulam bilge; Gray's 


‘Wi1114ms, Henny, Aberdare May7 Lewis & Jones, Merthyr Tydfil 
‘Woop, Many, Tiverton, Devon May17 Anstey, Tiverton 





Y. ° est~ 
arms, ae Naan May 16 Bedford & Radcliffe, Chapter Clerks’ Office, W 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
~— Jo et a ay 16. 


Fouver, Aarne, Addlestone, ye fh Butcher Kingston, 
Surrey Pet April13 Ord A 13 

Henewasx, Avo.rnvs, West Hampstead, Commission 
Agent_ High Court Pet April 13 Ord April 13 

Hiren, Haney, Aberdare, Painter Aberdare Pet April 
13. Ord April 13 


Houupay, Sauvet, Morley, York, Smallware Dealer 
Dewsbury Pet April7 Ord April 7 

Luoyp, Daxter, ae, Glam, Builder Neath Pet 
April 12_ Ord A; 

Mongisoy, James oe sy, Forest Gate, Essex, Baker 

are. as 13 Ord age 1 fort P 

Onvert, etty ride Cambri rentfor et 
March 14 Ord Apr 

Pauirs, Taomas ee —— Baker Pembroke 
Dock April 13 Ord April 13 

vous, Fie Leigh, Lancs, Clerk of Works Bolton 

ril13 Ord April 13 

acerreo, ats Ricuarp, Shrewsbury rd, Stonebridge 

_ Builder High Court Pet March 10 Ord 


Sayers, ae Witutam, Chingford, Essex, Builder 
Edmonton Pet April7 Ord April 7 

Borccuirrs, eng. We York, Builder Wakefield 
Pet April13 Ord April1 

Waseca, | Hewry, Chedworth, Glos, Farmer Chelten- 
ham wt nage Ord April 6 

Warp, Meter ¢ by, Coachbuilder Coventry Pet 
April 13 Prem 5 


Wenzks, ; ag Sn aerhag st ait is Confectioner Ply- 
mouth Pet Aprili3 O 

Woops, payee ENRY, Woodville, Derbys Burton on 
Trent ae 13 Ord April 13 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

Asuwortn,Greorct Hexry, Dewsbury April] 22 at 3.30 
Off , Bank Chambers, Batley 

Basyett, JAMES McTvurx, Stoke upon Trent April 28 at 
10.30 Off ig st, Newcastle under Lyme 

Banas, Sees, est Brompton, Hosier April 22 atl 


ptcy bldgs, Carey 
Baice, E H, Highbusy, Cab Rveiter April 22 at 12 
bl Carey st 


Brooxriz.p, Wituiam, Eowarp Brooxrietp, and WittraM 
ALL, Longton, Staffs, Earthenware Manufacturers 
ane 25 at 2.30 North Stafford Hotel, Stoke upon 


Siamenan Wi.1am, Gotham, Notts, Commission Agent 
April 22 at 12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 


Canarara, Peter, Sutherland avnue, Harrow rd, Commis- 

sion Agent April 25 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, 

Carey st 

Cotiiss & Co, Pentonville rd, Wall Psper Merchants 
April 25 at 12 Lianaliy, Gree bldgs, C arey st 

Davieer, ry ee a April 23 at 11.30 Off 

Queen oh, Oncmnaethe 

Deatn, <n Granville a Cricklewood April 25 
atil Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

De Ruopes, Stanistas, Dulwich April 22 at2.30 Bank- 
tupte bidgs, Carey st 

Bowes, om Janes, Barbican April 22at11 Bank- 
1uptey bldgs, Carey st 

Davry, Samvugt, sen, Newhaven, Sussex, Livery stable 
a April 22 at 2.30 Coles & Sons, Seaside road, 

urme 

Dveeay, Evay, “ay Hereford, Grocer April 22 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 45, nhagen st, Worcester 

EsGuanp, Tuowas, ard India Rubber Merchant April 
2at3 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Fieetwoop, Tuomas James Rronarpsox, St Just in Rose- 
land, Cornwall, Innkeeper April 23 at 12 Off Rec, 
Boscawen st, Truro 

Fraser, ALEXANDER, Frimley, nr Farnborough, Grocer 
April 26 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London ridge 

Green, Bernarp Josern, Wolverhampton, Architect 
April 25 at 11 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Guest, Anrave, and Wituiam Prescott, Rotherham, York, 
Builders April 22 at 2 Off Kec, Figtree lane, 
Shffield 

Harvey, Gronor, and Jouxy Harvey, Wellington, Salop, 
Coach! ers April 23 at 11.30 Off , 42, Bt 
John’s hill, Shrewsbury 

Henpox, Aurixo, Goole, a ae April 22 at 
11.80 Off Rec, 6, Bond tee, field 

Kennepy, epase Scort, Abchureh 5 April 22 at, 12 

st 


Carey 
Lerever, ALTER ALEXxanpER, Hackney rd, Timber 
= April 22. at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Loncporrom Josrrn, Ki Yorks April 22at11 Off 

Ree, 6, Bond tee,’ Wakericld . 

May, Joux Wittiam, apa, at Butcher April 22 at 11.30 
mig Woolgrangs 1d, F 
Moxnrisox, ames Harvey, range 1 ‘orest _ 
Baker April 22 at 11 ‘Bankruptcy 3 

Ney, W W, ngham, Northumberland, P, ian 
a «hdc: Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, 


N 

Paas, Soman: cane, Rhymney, Mon, Beot Dealer 
April 22at3 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Pacett, Jony, owners, Mon. , Boot Dealer April 25 at 
12 Off chmbrs, Newport, Moa 

— ae April 22 at 12.30 

P J "Milford EL bie aD 

eRkiv, Many Jane, aven, Dra A 22 at 

1245 Temperance Hall, Pembroke Dock sai 

— Tow dey gherees Lanes, Clerk of Works April 27 

Poougs, oe eek lof of W, ct Zo April 
23 at12 Quay st, Newport, I 

Pratt, Jam i predteed, Contractor April 22atll Of 

31, Miner row, Fradford 

Ritzy, Owex, East Moss Side, nr Manchester, -Grocer 
April 27 at 230 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Teate, Epuusp, ee Lanes, Acco | nn ae April 27 
atl Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpoo 


Perky, Janes, 





eee | ee Treorky, Glam, Licensed Victualler April 
2at3 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Taorwey, Hexry, Essington, nr bh haw ona agg Farmer 
April 25 at 11.30 Off Rec, Wolv = 

Woopnouse, Wittuau Taro —— 2, Undertaker 
April 22 at 11.15 Townhall, Rochdal 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Atuis, Samvet Seary, Garlick ,» Cannon st High 
Court Pet Jan2i Ord April7 
Cospuam, Jons Tuomas Lyovy, Bridport, Dorset Dorchester 
Pet Feb 26 Ord April 4 
E:sexserc, Aprauam Harnris, —— Tobacconist Car- 
diff Pet March 22 Ord March 2 
Hexoc HSBERG, Josera, Broad st House, zuaing Agent 
High Court Pet March17 Ord April 
Hitrcuixs, Harry, Aberdare, Painter , eR Pet 
April 13 Ord April 13 
Houtipay, Samvet, Ra i, Small ware Dealer 
Dewsbury Pet 7 ag! 
Loxopox, ARTHUR, a Licensed Victualler 
Boston Pet March 21 OM "April 13 
Perkis, James,{Milford er} Draper Pembroke Dock 
Pet March il Ord April 1 
Perky, Mary Jane, Milford ia Fempoeee, Draper 
Pembroke Dock Pet Aprill Ord April 
Pereas, Taomas, Leigh. a Clerk o Works Bolton 
Pet April 13 Ord Apzril 1 
Paitires, Toomas James, Pembroke, Baker Pembroke 
Dock Pet April13 Ord April 1 
Roserts, Jou, Regent st, Biili ‘Table Manufacturer 
High Court’ Pet March 8 Ord April 
Savers, Caarntes Wittiam, Chingford, ‘Dae Builder 
onon Pet April6 Ord April 
Surciires, ARTHUR, yee Yorks, Builder Wakefield 
Pet April 13 Ord April 13 
Teza.e, Eomunp, Waterloo, Lancs, Accountant Liverpool 
Pet Mar9 Ord April 13 
Wakeris.p, Hexry, Chedworth, =~ Farmer Chelten- 
ham Pet April 6 Ord April 6 
Warp, Witiiam, Rugby, Coachbuilder Coventry Pet 
April 12 Ord April 1 
geeks, Epwix Taomas, Plymouth, Confectioner Ply- 
mouth Pet April13 Ord April 13 
Woops, Taomas Henry, Woodville, Derby Burt»n on 
Trent Pet April 13 ‘Ord April 13 


Lonion Gaz tte.—Tuespay, April 19, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Bennow, Greorce Morcay, Llianidloes, Tailor, Newtown 
Pet April ié Ord April 16 

Braaa, Sooame, Clapham Wandsworth Pet March 26 
Ord April 1 

Broves, a Joux, Longton, Staffs, Joiner Stoke 
upon Trent Pet April 16. Ord April 16 

Brown, Gsorcs Faeperick, hden, North ton, Shee 
Manufacturer Northampton Pet April 16 Ord 
Pet April 16 

Baowy, 5 tag Cheltenham, Hawker Cheltenham Pet 
April 14 Ord April 14 

Caaspier, Samvet WituiaM, Bisley, nr ery Farm 
Bailiff Gloucester Pet Aprilié Ord April 1 

Davy, Freperick, Smithills, or Cows builder Bol- 
ton Pet April 15 Ord ‘April 1 

Dean, Jouy, Braiford, J ba Braiforl Pet 
April 16 Ord April ‘18 

Fewraevt, Eowarp, yen gh Salop, Farmer Leomiaster 
P.t April 14 Ord April 1 

Fietcuer, Gsorce, Long ‘eston, Derbys, Innkeaper 
Derby Pet April 15 Ord April 15 

Giucksterx, 8 M, Queen Victoria st, Journalist High 
Court Pet March 25 Ord April 15 

Gwarkis, Eowin Wiviiam, Usk, ery Builder Newport, 
Mon Pet April 15 Ord April 1 

Hoteate, Wittiam, Burnley, Joiser Burnley Pet 
March 31 Ord April 14 

Hosxis, Caarves, Dulwich, Preserve Manufacturer High 
Court Pet Marchi Ord April 15 

Hoveu, Marrtua, Loughhenough, Draper Leicester Pet 
March 22 Ord April 4 

Hovusse.t, Georce Cotuins, Queen b seg st, Merchant 
High Court Pet March 22 Ord April 

Ipiz, Georce H, West Smithfield, Provision Merchant 
High Court Pet March 15 Ord "April 15 

Jackson, James, Leeds, Joiner Leeds Pet Feb 25 Ord 


April 15 
—— Davin, Aberdare Aberdare Pet April 16 Ord 
16 
Bat, —_ Wigan, Grocer Wigan Pet April 15 Ord 





April 

Parry, ieaness Vavanan, Nesscliffe, Sate Shopkeeper 
Shrewsbury Pet April 16 Ord April 

Payce, Henry Caances, Dowlais, Glam, Bootmaker Mer- 
thyr 7 Pet April 15 Ord April 15 

—— i1Lt14M Heyey, Burton on Trent, Fruit Mer- 

chant Burton on Trent Pet April 14 Ord April 14 

Seem, Water Scorrt, Old Kent rd, Fish Frier High 
Court Pet _— 14 Ord April 14 

Rimminaton ALLAM, Leicester, we gdp A Manufacturers 
Leicester Set March 29 Ord April 

Samvuets, Josera, paaftaet, Tailor High Court « Pet 
April 16 Ord April 

Scausss, Josern, and ater Te Leeds, Butchers 
Leeds Pet April 13 Ord Apri! 

Suepuerp, Taomas, Durham, oie Durham Pet April 
13 Ord April 14 

— Hewry, Cardiff, pi Cardiff Pet 

April 13 Ord April 13 

Soursatt, Deaxtx, & Co, Stafford, Silk Rome. 
facturers Macclesfield Pet Apa 8 Ord April 15 

Taytor, Raypotpn Coopzr, Hulme, Manchester, 
seller Manchester Pet April 16 Ord April 16 

Timmins, Samvget Ricuaro, ow Draper’s Manager 
Poole Pet March 29 Ord A 


15 
Warysory, Tuomas Jouay, ca Exetor Pet April 13- 


W one = Coltishall, N om, Ironmonger 
LUIAMS, Freperice, C 0} 
“Norwich Pet March 30 Ord 


Worswick, ALEXANDER Be Hillinwood, 1 Oldham, 
Builder Oldham Pet April 14 Ord April 14 





ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RSSCINDED. 
ae Jouy Cotvice Avexanoge Graurnanp, Temole 
bra, Temple avenue High Court Ord Dec 18, 1395 
reel Dec 20,1895 Rese and Aunul April 13 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Berenot, Hevay, ear bldgs, Goswell rd, Clock 
Manufacturer April 26 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Bovis, deste, Longton, Staffs, Cabinet Maker April 23 
Magistrate's Room, Townhall, Stok: upon 


Baamwect, Ayprew, South Shields, Provision Dealer 
April 27 at 12 Off Ree, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle o2 


'yne 
Cuarksox, Josepn Hexay, Acocks Green, Warwick:, 
Accountant Cierk April27 at 11 174, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 
Coarse, Jous, Bradford, Yarn Merchant April 26 at 11 
Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
ae Putuir, Stoke Ne April 27 at 3 Off Ree, 
95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avue 
Coiuse, Josere Hexey, Bulwell, Notts, Assistant Sur- 
Rr. April 26 at 12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, 
ottiagham 
Davy, Faspxeickx, Smithills, nr Bolton, Coachbulld:r 
April 29 at 11 16, Wood st, Bolton 
Besennan, Dasiet, B Brockham, Surrey April 26 at 12.3) 
24, Railway app, London Bri 
Fixg, Jago, Aberdare, a Dealer April 26 at 2 
h st, Merthyr T 
Seminal Joux, Craven a. Salop, Butcher April 27 
at2.30 2, Offa st, Hereford 
Guiuckste1x, 8 M, Queen Victoria st, Journalist April 29 
atil Bankruptcy bl af st 
Heremann, ADotpavs Epwarp, 8t Mary Axe, Commission 
agent April 26 at 2 30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Seats amugt, Morley, Yorks, Smaliware Dealer 
26 at 3.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 
Ho Caarztes, Harold wood, Preserve Manufacturer 
April 29 at 12 poe cm te bi Carey st_ 
Hoves, Martua, Loughbo: raper April 26 at 12.30 
Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, 
Hovuxsett, Geora: Cottis, Queen Victoria st, Merchant 
April 29 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Hunter, a Pwitheli, Carnarvons, ( Contractor May 3 
at 11.45 Crown Hotel, Pwilh 
IpLE, ling H, West ca, Siti, Provision Merchant 
Apri Carey st 


JELLIE, JonN wy Ciikten, Bristol, | Schoolmacter 
April 27 27 at 12 Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristo 

F Tuomas, Deptford, Firewood Mer- 

chant April 26 at 11.30 24, 


Kay, oun, Wigan, Grocer April 28 at 3 16, Wood st, 
Bolton 


Keuty, Jous Josern, Liverpool, General Dealer April 
27 at 2.30 Off Rec, 36, Victoria st, Liv 1 

Lanypes, Jezay, and Josepn Reicuer, Manchester, Mer- 
chants April 28at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Lae, Tuomas, Gt Grimsby, ’ Potter April 26 at 11 
Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt rimsby 

Lewis, Tuomas, Pontycymmer, Glam april 28 atil Of 
Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Lorp, James, Bytield, Northamptons, Butcher April 27 
at 12.30 ff Rec, County Court bldgs, Sheep st, 
Northamp' ia 

Luyy, Waseem, Be'lingham, Northumberland, Innkeeper 
May 3 at 11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 


Moats: Joseru, Kingston upon Hull, Cordial Manufac- 
turer April 26at 11 Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 

Oxvetr, T E, Petty Cury, Cambridge April 28at3 Off 

Temple chmbra, Temple av 

Baprorp, WILLIAM Henry, Burton on Trent, Fruit Mer- 
chant April 28 at 3 Midland Hotel, Station st, 
Burton on Trent 

Suerrarp, Hexey James, Bedford, Florist April 29 at 
11,30 Swan Hotel, Bedford 

Simmons, Caarces Epwarp, Balsall Heath, Worcesters, 
Gas Fitter April 23 at 11 174, Corporation st, Bir- 





way app, London 


min 

Seusent Cuartes Henay, Bristol, Beerhouse Keeper 
April 27 at 12.30 Off Ree, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Surcuirre, AnTHuR, Featherstone, Yorks, Builder April 
26at1l Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, "Wakefield 

Tispitrs, Taomas $Wituam, West Bromwich, Butcher 
May 4 at2 County Court, West Bromwich 

funain, ag Eganst Amanpvus Feapinanp Leopovp, 
Mark lane, Merchant April 28 at 11 Bankruptcy 

Carey st 

Waysorx, Taomas Jous, Exeter May 5 at 10.30 Off 
Ree, 13, Bedford circus, 

Warre, W A, Inverness ‘on Hyde Park April 27 at 2.30 
Bankru st 


y 
Wituiams, Taomas, Br nian Baker April 27 at12 Bank- 
raptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Woops, Tomas Henry, Woodvi 
3.30 Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton on Trent 


ADJU. cacateom 3. 
Broapsest, James, Barrow in ee Fishmonger Ulver- 
ston Pet March3 Ord April 
Beockvessy, "lean: Leeds rk Pet Aprl2 Ord 
14 


A 
Brows, Georcse “a Rushden, Northampton, Shoe 
= rthampton Pet April 16 Ord 


April 16 
Brows, Jacos, Cheltenham, Hawker Cheltenham - Pet 
April 14 Ord April 14 

Cuanpuer, Saucer Fase, may, nr Stroud, Farm 
Bailiff Gi Pet April 16 Ord April 16 

Cox, Harry, Boscombe, Hants, Wine Merchint Poole 
Pet March 12 Ord “April 15 

Davy, ge ee Bolton; Uoachbuilder Bolton Pet 


15 

Deax, yy Bradford, Manufacturer Bradfori Pet 
April 16 Ord April 16 

Dewsis, Wittiam Acsert, Sunderland, Fruiterer Sun- 
derland Pet Pet March 14 Ord April 13 








Derbys April 28 at« 


Fo! 
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Davey, Sauce, sen, Newhaven, Livery Stable Proprietor 
Eastbourne Pet March 22 Ord 14 
Fewrrett, Eowarp, Link Vass ‘armer Leominster 
Pet April 138 Ord A 
ra Sa Owen, Mirhela, York, Farmer Dewsbury 
arch 19 Ord A 


Seraticammah: The Hon Avo. Worthing Brighton Pet 
March 11 ‘Ord April 15 

Friercues, Georor, Long Pan, Derby, Innkeeper Derby 
Pet April 15 Ord April 15 

Forrester, Junx, Craven Arms, Selep, Butcher Leo- 
minster Pet March 24 Ord April 16 

Ganpnes, Josern, Newcastle upon Tyne, Fancy Stationer 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet Marchi2 Ord A 13 

Gwatkis, Eowis Wii.t1am, Usk, Mon, Builder Newport, 
Mon Pet April15 Ord April 15 

Heremayyn, Avotpnus Epwarp, 8t Mary Axe, Saan 
Agent HighCourt Pet April1i3 Ord April 1 

Jonzs, Davin, Aberdare, Glam Aberdare Pet April 16 
Ord April 16 

Kay , JOHN, Wigan, Grocsr Wigan Pet April15 Ord 

April 1 

Onna bel 1s Witiram Henry, St George’s rd, Southwark, 
Publican High Court ‘Pet March 12 Ord April 15 

Procror, Cc aaRLEs, Bethnal Green, Furniture Broker 
Iligh Court Pet March 17 Ord April 15 

Payce, Henry Cuartes, Dowlais, Glam, Bootmaker 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet April15 Ord April 15 

Raprorp, Wituram Hewry, Burton on Trent, Fruit Mer- 
chant Burton on Trent Pet April 14 Ord April 14 

Raoayn, Water Scott, Old Kent rd, Fish Frier High 
Court Pet April 14 Ord April 14 

Raopes, Mary Joszepa Mattraew Tomas Sranistas 
Braxistas Avoysius Basi.pe, pare ln, Dulwich 
High Court Pet March ll ood April 14 

nunow43, oe t Pat March 5 
0 

Rey, = ‘Moss Side, nr ee, Grocer Salford 
Pet March 16 Ord April 1 

Sanves, Josern, Stratford, ion, Tailor High Court 
Pet April 16 Ord April is 

Scausss, Joseps, and Harry Scev a Leeds, Butchers 

Pet April13 Ord April 1 

Tayior, Ranpotrn Cooper, Hales, Manchester, Beer- 
seller Manchester Pet April16 Ord April 16 

Trow, Toomas, Newtown, Montgomery, Grocer Newtown 

Pet April5 Ord April 13 

Waysory, Taomas Jony, Exeter Exeter Pet April 13 
Ord April 13 

Worswick, ALEXANDER JAmzEs, anaes Fy em, 
Builder Oldham Pet April 14 a) 

ADJUDICATION ANNULL 

Henry, Tuomas, Erith, Kent, Solicitor’s Clerk Rochester 

Adjud Dec 5, 1889 Annul Jan 12 








COMMON DISEASES, 
3.—Tas Kipyeys, 


Nexr in order of importance to the liver, the kidneys 
play a most important part in the internal economy of 
the excretory organs, Their functions are solely purify- 
ing or excretory, by getting rid of effete products con- 
tained in the blood. Should they from any cause become 
inefficient, the uric acid which should be excreted is re- 
tained in the circulatory system, and gives rise to urinic 
poisoni ng -ending fatally. There is no doubt that errors 
in eating and drinking give rise to all kidney troubles. 
When the X or Réntgen rays have been turned on to these 
wonderful organs, the high liver will be able to see what 
his excesses have led up to. He will see either the small, 
shrunk kidney caused by excessive indulgence in spirituous 
liquors, or the large, fatty kidney, degenerating as the 
result of over-eating and highly-flavoured flesh food, with- 
out having taken the necessary exercise to counteract fatty 
formations. These few remarks are mainly due to the fact 
—which has been demonstrated beyond the shadow of a 
doubt—that Kola, and Hopalin, irom Hops, both ingre- 
dients in Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, exercise a most beneficial 
effect on the structional tissues of the kidney, and so on 
its excretory functions, 

Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa is not in any sense a medicine, It 
is simply a nourishing beverage, and in that respect 
it plays a most important part in the prevention of func- 
tional disorders, In these important organs, and others, 
Kola bas a wonderful faculty of giving power to the in- 
voluntary muscles of the bc By involuntary we under- 
stand those muscles not coudind by the will — those 
muscles which carry on the work of life witho2t our 
consent, and, unless looked at carefully, in many instances 
Without our knowledge, such as the beating of the heart 
when asleep, the breathing of the lungs, the action of the 
kidneys, and the digestive process. ola acts on these in 
a nourishing and strengthening sense, conserves the 
strength of these involuntary muscles, prevents undue 
waste, and by its beneficial action gives health and vigour 
to men and women, As people become more intelligent, 
they see that they should try and prevent disease, It 
seems strange, when one comes to consider it, that the 
efforts of medical science are directed to curing, when pre- 

venting would seem to be a more rational proceeding. 

The unique vitalising and restorative powers of Dr. 
Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa are being recognised to an extent 
hitherto unknown in the history of any preparation, 
Merit — and merit alone—is what is claimed for Dr. 
Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, and the proprietors are prepared to 
send to any reader who names the Sorrcrrors’ JouRNAL 
(a postcard will do) a ow sample tin of Dr. Tibbles’ 
Vi-Cocoa free and post-paid, 

Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa can be obtained from all chemists, 
grocers, and stores, or from Dr, Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, Limtd., 
60, 61 & 62, Benhill "Row, London, E.( 


ASPATRIA AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE 
(via Carlisle), situated in one of the finest Steck- 

raising districts of the country. Practical and scientific 
instruction. Success in Examinations of Surveyors’ Insji- 
tution. Preparation for colonies. Six farms, creamery 


worksh 
— J, SMITH HILL, B.A., B.Se., Principal. 





LAY FIRE INSURANCE SOCIETY, 
114, Cuancery-Law go 


2th, 1893. 
NOTICE is HEREBY GIVEN that the Axnuat Gewenat 
Meettne of the Shareholders of the Law Fiaz Insuraxce 
Socrery will be held at the Suctery’s Hovse, Caaxcery 
Layg, on Tuxspay day of May next, to 
ten Directors in the room of the like number of Directors 
who go out by rotation; to elect four Auditors in the room 
of the like number who retire ; and for general purposes. 


The Chair will be taken at One o’clock wi The 
Accounts of the Society, “ee the Auditors’ Re; rit days 
them, may be inapested ‘ls the Shareholders for 14 


pee jously to the yrooey eeting and during one month 
after 

The following Directors retire hy _Totation, are eligible, 
and offer themselves for re-electio: 
Sir William James Farrer. Har y Wilmot tes Esj. 


William DawesFreshfivld, Esq hard N 

William Alexander Tooke chard ost , Esq. 
Hallowes, Esq. George Ernest rd, Keq. 

Lord Hobhouse. Edward Hugh Whitehead, 

Charles Plumptre Johnson, Esq: 


Esq. 
The Auditors retiring are :— 
James Frederick Barton, Esq. 
John Henry Hortin, ~, 
Wi Tanner Favsir q- 
Charles Robert Roberts West, Esq. 
who are eligible and offer themselves for re-election. 
By order of the Board of Directors, 
GEORGE WILLIAM BELL, 
Secretary. 


QT. * THOMAS’S HOSPITAL L MEDICAL 


ERT eh nal 8.E. 

The SUMMER ‘SESSION will COMMENCE on Moypay, 
May 2xp. Students entering in the summer are eligible to 
compete for the Science ips of £150 and £60 
awarded in October. 

A Sctolarship of £50, o to  alventy students, and 
other Prizes and Scho! ips of the value of £500, are 
— for annual competition, 
eeeenas are open to students without extra 


pezmen 
Classes for the | eee saree of the University 

of London are hel at out the 

Tutorial Classes are hi ft prior to the second and final 
——~ > re of the Conjoint Board in January, April, 
an y 

A register of approved lodgings and of private families 
recei boarders kept in Secretary’s Office. 

Excellent day club accommodation 1s provided in the 
school building, and an athletic ground at Chiswick. 

Prospectuses and all particulars may be obtained from 
the Medical Secretary, Mr. G. Reso. 

H. P. HAWKINS, M.A., M.D., Oxon, Dean. 


Ww: ANTED, Clerkship in London Office 

ois Admiralty business, by Solicitor (January 
Final, not itted, retained where articied in City office) ; 
has given close attention t> office work ; moderate salary. 
— Navis, Wilkes’ Advertising Offices, 27, Ludgate- 


ROPERTY WANTED. —M. Davis, 40, 
Ladbroke-grove, W., is open to Buy Properties in 
London Suburbs or 30 miles round London at best market 
prices; no objection to old, dilapidated, or troublesome 
properties; money ready (introdu fees paid if required). 


ALUATIONS of Modern and Old LACES. 
hest price given for Old Point and Modern Real 
Laces, Embroi eee 11, Old 
Bond-street. ‘Established 1770 in Oxford-street 


r 0. INVALIDS.—A List of Medical Men in 

parts Receiving Resident Patients sent gratis, 
with full particulars. Schools also reeommended.—Mepicat, 
&c., Association, Lrp., 8, Lancaster-place, Strand, W.C. 
Tel. add.,‘‘Triform, London.” Telephone No. 1,854, Gerrard. 


\ARRIAGES INSURED AGAINST 
DENTS caused by Collision, the Falling, 
Bating or Kicking of Horses, or by being Run into by 


Policies issued for the Year or Season only. Prospectuses 
post-free. 














Impertat Accripext, Live Stock asp Genera Insugance 
>., LIMITED, 
17, Pall Mall » London, 8.W. 
Me Agents Lae 


OL: SHIP ‘CONWAY’ 


VERPOO 
FOR TRAINING 

YOUNG GENTLEMEN 
tosecome OFFICERS 
IN MERCHANT STEAMERS. 
FOR PROSPECTUS APPLY TO 
" THE CAPT., AT. MILLER.R.N, 











EFFINGHAM WILSON, 
11, ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, ws 


THE JUDICIAL TRUSTEES ACT, 18 
THE RULES MADE THEREUND 


Price 2s. 6d. net. 


CATALOGUES GRATIS AND POST-FREE. 


REEVES & TURNER, 
LAW BOOKSELLERS AND PUBLISHERS. 


100, CHANCERY LANE & CAREY STREET. 


RIENT COMPANY'S PLE ASURE 
CRUISE by their 
Steamship “LUSITANIA,” 3,912 tons register, from 
Lonpow 15th June, Letra 17th Juye, to the finest 
FIORDS in NORWAY 
And the NORTH CAPE (for Midnight Sun), 
Arriving back in London 1ith July. 
Other Cruises to follow. 
High-class cuisine, string band, electric light, &c. 








Managers: F. Green & Co.; Anderson, Anderson, & Co, 
Head Offices: Fenchurch-avenue. 


For ly to the latter firm at 5, Fenchurch- 
ee Ttontion Be or * the West-End Office, 


aaieian COLUMBIA—YUKON.— 
Martix & Lanotuey, Solicitors, 59 
street, Victoria, B.C., Canada; abl ble address" Marlang.” 


THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 TO 1890. 


BY AUTHORITY. 





under the above Acts 
Brery requisite supplied on the 





ee ee eee 


MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 
r Te the form for. and 
OFFICIAL 


OHEGURS, Sc. suerared, end. for Sketche 
Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & 40., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 
49, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E.O. (corner 
of Serjeants’ -inn). 





____ Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 














8. FISHER. 188, Strand. 
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INCORPORATED 


LAW SOCIETY. . 


LEGAL EDUCATION. 


Tus Covrecrt invite attention to the following scheme of education, adopted 
n 1892 with the object of affording assistance to Articled Clerks. 

For the benefit of Clerks resident in London or who are able to attend, 
these classes are held and Tutors give advice and assistance at the Hall of the 
Law Society. 

To those Clerks who are articled at a distance from large towns systematic 
instruction with advice and help is given, and a course of preparation 
through the post has been formula 


POSTAL INSTRUCTION. 

In the case of students who have not passed the Intermediate Examination 
the instruction is by means of monthly papers, and deals with the selected 
portions of en's Commentaries. 
atfordod by fortnightly hepers, and embraces the following subjects: equity, 

ly , and em ¢ following subjects: Equity, 
Conveyancing, Comates Low, Bankruptcy, Criminal and Magisterial Law, 
Probate, Divorce, Admiralty, and esiastical Law. 
These papers both before and after the Intermediate Examinations are 
, varied each year, so that students who may subscribe for more than one 
year’s tuition receive additional assistance. 

These courses may be commenced at any time, but the Tutors recommend 
that the Intermediate course should be commenced at an early stage of the 
Asticles, and the Final course soon after the Intermediate Examination has 

Books can be obtained from Messrs. Stevens & Sons, or other law lendin 
library, for a subscription of a guinea and a-half to cover the course of wor 
forthe Final Examination, and Stephen’s Commentaries can be supplied to 
either Class of Postal Subscribers, at a subscription of one guinea, on 
application to the Tutor, Dr. West. 


CLASS INSTRUCTION. 

Class instruction is also provided on the selected portions of Stephen's 
Commentaries and the subjects above named, and it is recommended that the 
classes should be joined after the expiration of a course of Postal instruction. 
Students can join the classes at any time, the fees being proportionate to the 


length of ce. 
are provided where subscribers may study, and books are supplied 
without extra charge. 

Periodical test examinations are held by the Tutors. 


Classes for Final Students are held at the Hall of the Society on four 
afternoons each week during the following periods: August to January ; 
January to June. 

These periods afford five months’ class preparation, and students are 
advised to subscribe for a full course, and certainly for not less than three 
months, otherwise the work must necessarily be hurried. 

Students may join the classes either before or after the Intermediate 
Examination without subscribing to the course of Postal instruction, but it 
—— that they should avail themselves of both modes of in- 
8 on. 

Subscribers to either Postal or Class instruction have the opportunity of 
consulting the Tutors upon the work of the course in personal interview or 
by letter at any time. 

RESULTS AND HONOURS. 

The results obtained have been satisfactory. At each of the last twelve 
examinations pupils have obtained honours, and the peremeings of passes is 
a high one, exceeding 85 per cent. of between two and three hundred pupils 
who last presented themselves for examination. It has happened on several 
occasions that all Class pupils have been successful, and the same has 
occurred in the case of subscribers to the Correspondence Courses. 


TUTORS. 
uity, Conveyancing, Common Law, Bankruptcy—J. Carrer Harrison, 
30, ord-row, W.O. 
Criminal and isterial Law, Probate, Divorce, Admiralty, and 
Ecclesiastical Law, Stephen’s Commentaries—Lronarp H. West, LL.D., 
19, Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane, W.C. 





Before Inter. Afler Inter. 

FEES. Ezamination. Examination. 

Subscription to postal instruction (12 months) £4 4 0 | (12 months) £6 6 0 

Subscription to Postal instruction (2 years) 6 6 0| (2 years) 830 

Class instruction (3 months) ... ue .» 440] (5 months) 990 
For those who have previously subscribed for 

Postal instruction... —_... as - 330 an -- 770 

Class instruction (6 months) .., ote --» 770] (4 months) 880 
For those who have previously subscribed for 

Postalinstruction... .. .. «. 550 aie 660 

For three months’ Class instruction oe “a ee kh S 

For those who have previously subscribed for Postal instruction 5 5 


The Classes for Intermediate Students are held in the Hall of the Society 
on three afternoons in each week during the following 
November ; October to January ; Agee ieee; March to June. 


Students may subscribe for successive c 


periods: August to 





0 
Cheques and Post Office Orders should be made payable to the Szcrzrary, 
and crossed ‘‘ Messrs. Banctay & doe Liutrsp.”’ 

Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane. 
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Special Advantages to Private Insurers. 
THE IMPERIAL iysvranoz company 


tnarep, FIRE. 
Hetablished 1908. 
1, ola H.C, 22, Pall Mall, 8.W., and 47, 


Subscribed Capital, £1,200,000; Paid-up, £300,000. 
Total Funds over £1,500,000. 
B. COZENS SMITH, General Manager. 


IFE ASSURANCE POLICIES 
WANTED for large sums on lives past forty-five. 











Considerably over surrender value given. 
Speedy settlements and highest references. 
T. ROBINSON 
Insurance Broker, 8, High-street West, Sunderland. 
INSURANCE OFFICE. 
: LAW COURTS BRANCH: 
40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
SUM INSURED IN 1896, £388,962,800. 
ESTABLISHED 1851 
Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
INVESTED FUNDS «- « - £8,000,009. 


Also Reversions and Life Interests purchased. 
Founded 1710. 
A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 
BIRKBECK BANK 
Number ef Accounts, 75,061. 





on demand. 
TWO per . on CURRENT ACCO on the 
minimum when not drawn below £100 
oe and ANNUITIES and 


SAVINGS DEPARTMENT. 
Amall Deposits received, and Interest allowed monthly on 


"ite BERKBEOK ALMANAOK, with full particulars 
Falpraphio ddaron: “ BIRKBECK, LONDON.” 





THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(EstastisHepv 18328), 
Purchase Reversi Interests in Real and Personal 
Property, and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £616.525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard, to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE Aba MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT. 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Sadical bench Corporation of tandom &e. 





ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
erks, and Olerke of the Peace, 
Corporation Robes, Universityand Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
LONSDALE PRINTING WORKS, 


LONSDALE BUILDINGS, 27, CHANCERY LANE. 


ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 
PRINTERS and PUBLISHERS. 
BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES. 


NEWSPAPERS & PERIODICALS. 
And all General and Commercial Work. 


Every description of Printing—large or small. 


Law W 











Printere of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL Newspaper, 


Authors advised with as to Printing and Publishing. 
Estimates and all information furnished. 


Contracts entered into. 





TREATMENT OF INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOME, 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., apply to 
R. WELSH BRANTHWAITE, 
Medical Superintendent. 


TREATMENT of INEBRIETY and ABUSE of DRUGS. 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 


8ST. MARGARET'S, TWICKENHAM, 








For Gentlemen under the Acts and privately. Terms, 
23 to 4 Guineas. 
Apply to Medical Superintendent, 
F. BROMHEAD, B.A., M.B. (Camb.), M.B.C.8. (Eng.) 
INEBRIETY. 





MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 
: CHAS. J. BOND, F.R.O.8. Eng., 


Oo; iusbelets ft SF Tavellont 
le en 
and For terms and 
Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 





BRAND & CO’S 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 


ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 
MEAT JUICE, &e., 


from finest ENGLISH MEATS 
Of all Chemists and Grocers. 


BRAND & OO., LTD., MAYFAIR, W., & MAYFAIR 
‘WORKS, VAUXHALL, LONDON, 8.W. 
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